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3 iftrcj«Rr 
21 TOTO, 2006 

TO.7T. 1 -19/2006-^fTnrg#TTH.—•‘TNtflil <^*MN tePl5m<b Ulffe|<^»!ui arfirfaro, 
1997 3ft «TRT 2 5?f WIRI (l) 5> 1TOS (?f) 5> TOp TOT 5m 11 eft TOEfRI (l) 

TO5 (SI) 5> 3TTOfcT nH^chK TO^eT 7T. 13-1 / 2004~f^3T ^ viTT^t 

3l1?RjEHT ^T. 39 (TO.3TT. iff. 44 (31) 3fk 45 (3T) ft5T5> 9.1.2004) 5> TO qf&TT 5mft5 

^rore ftftrorer uilSittwni 1997 (1997 to 24) q>t 5m 11 q>t wrm (1) 

5 > (g) <# (ii), (iii) 3 fk (iv) 3 jft 131mm 2 5 > afcpfa TOtT 55 

A qmf gq tot^t qTdrrom qrosm ^qrorc (sn<i 4 >iPteo 

tot 5 ™ra) Tfroj (^rm) £ftq> 3 nt?T, 2004 {2004 to 6 ) (ftrcf 551 tot im 
an&r toh tot t) if ftnfciRsid Tmtro to?ctt t. amfe: 


1. TTfiTO TOT, ftW TOT TTmT : 

(i) 71? srrtsT ‘^tok (jti^+iRd'q tot iftra) ^roj (^rm) (tort 

TmTepr) 3 tt^t, 2006 (2006 to a)' 5 ro totot i 

(ii) 55 stt^tt ^ *rmr sft 3 to; sTO. i 

(iii) 55 3TT^?T TOTTO if 3TOTOT <ft <TT$75 *f 5fcT 5t5T I 

3678 (H/2(H>6 (1) 
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^5 2 rb 'ero»8'(*) fT*?r >5R^r Rrafite uttterrl^i 
4 wTTtpft \ 3 W> WR tR PlHletfad ^tRgns fer) cW ^JtRT 
yffrfeqf yRl-wiPld aft ujnpft 


'(tf) 'twr' aa anaro Pinion b^ht ?wr B*iir anto #n : 

(i) fttif (ii) if -HIHW after 'H*fla>l$«K'f cRTT a#rfiSia> <faoT 

WHsPIBa^f ai 3 Rnai wft WTRl a>aR 'H®*W>l$«R'l cRTT cilf&lfra* 
aftra 'ffsa*i§«i^f ^ ftrq 26 ftwR, 2003 aft RiRsici/ft'lRsi* 
aRR eft 3 TJ 5 >B PT^f 1 RT ^FTfr. BT^f aft ft*J eft (B>ftii aft # fea R ) 1 
26 fftWR, 2003 aft *fle{a foif^T/^f^ aRR ft cTT^ fftEgTB 'a? 
?RB aft aftaiBl ffterffftd aRft if cfF£ fftRTT BTHT BTflB I 


tftaR 


nR fftRTRT BT ^RRf 3BR ft> BfScft, tfftfteT (v^TT eftea 

fftaTB, BRcT WW SRT vin^t Bfeoff a> aftfBRR <£ feaTT-fftftatf ft 
crf&fcT f^vsn TRIT f) afR aftt 3T=B Bt^R, ft^R, cRTT 3RB 

cnf&|f^5 -HWmRT, fftRlft BBft CT8TT Wft-ftfft aft WR«IT: Bt 3^ fftRlft 
50 BT vHIT^T BRft Bf, a> feR ®R (i) if f^PTf^ci pBR RT^ Rftf 

Bfft afR BR 'HsHsPl^eRf a> foR BBR BlfM BRT 3tFRT if ataqTfftcT 
fftaj RTftftl 


gfgffgg gr: ■jib we IftrBT wit t fa faftf rii^re^ <ft aaftsfar, j faft RafftRa 
br PrPr <ft afafta faftr wa *r ww aucifaa a> fftrq 

faftt feT^TEf RRRtB <ft 3t*RR tR aBlfBT BBT Bf RSfT faReft foR 

aTfafaja? aftrR whsWB'RT irt rj^cR 50 iafafa)' a> fftrq *jR?nR 
arTBR tR aftR aft arjrfcr ftt af Bf, a> M if c[B #n, Tjfr 
BtfM ^ 3IBR1 if 3(craTfeT f^TT I" 






t^miir—' T3*S4] 


HR?! WTH : STHROT 


3 


3 . win atr^r 3, 3 ept re!rtr (r>) r«it ^f«fjircr uftfe4f ^ 

W1R RR PlMlelRsW RPRERS (r>) cRJT ^ff£lcT Rftfcqi uRHq i ftct e£ 

: 

■(ep) otei R ro a ng R R afR E#rfara> r>rr Ri«Hff>r$ER (eftR fomr rt 

f?Rt RITE R> BtSel, tft&3T ^tRcT (TjRr RjfSR f^RTR. RKR RRERR 1RI 
uffft ftectf R> REffaRR # f^?IT-M?ff 3 crf&fcr foRT RRT t) 3fR 3RI ffeR, 
’ffcR, ertr afR enf&if^ii<f) wmn;, faRir gan Egr^Mft c^r 
EREReiT ?t RRT fvP# RRT 50 EJT EJRTRT EFT* ft, R5t uW*R) fRT E&RR 
amrtcrtf, Tr?^t fawn started, stsjcfr trrsm?z$ rtT, ift rtrcTt ft r 

4. RRTR 3Tlt?T 3, RifaTR 3 (r) 3fR mRt mffcf llftfezft R> RTR, 

PtHfclfelfl W^RR^I sfft ETRfSJcT yfcrffeiff EfiT W^lRRR -1 3fR 
ere£Irrr -2 i> wr Ef.'ster rttrrt : 

*Wft»xjU| - 1 ; 3RR 3R3 3 (r>) R> REj)v,H R5 fcR R?R, RRT 
ciifaif^jtt, ^gfcT wmm&R, <r>Rer 3ii^<R/Rc^t ^r^r 
atfqfej/sfra^Re? rtT ejrcttr rtH rr ft#RT ^tr^et RifSRt # «f[R 
gR RRR (RRRf) R?T Tlrff SRT f^ER RTTRRT 3tsjfc{ : 

(i) JTT^RER 

(ii) WRrait sto efTrr sttr^re -fept ciift i fiqcn <$rr 

RRRPTfERt C[5t faRRR 3R?TRR' RRT% R> feTR RTfop 
REIT t 

RRT 3TR RRT R7f&|fSRR5 ^R?T RRTR?T?R? 3Tft | 

ERRffRi?u| -z 3^ 3 (ES) 3ifa (R) R> RRIrH R> fcTR. Riff 3f%TR 

ft, RlfM^lth EfTRcT 'HfcHsbl?«Rl' ^ gRRIR RTt %ERR ^ $ IcR RRR 

miffacT feR Rmpt |" 
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w anftsi w? 3 (r) ift fttft R«jmw ^ Tqg35 3> T3ftTg PiHfciRsid 
3ftg35 3TcT:^enftcT fftrjT WJTT : 


Tqg W afft fft5 fftiqft <||(T)||>!J4> 3«f3I q= ram>Tg«i q ^ jTTT^ ft, v3*pft 
if qgu? 3 (^>) ^ TfeeT W? 2 (*l) (ii) 5RT WTlftf 351 
3fw?®T isr Tsft 3> ftft aim if w* ft> arg^R arasnftci wpn, 

fftpt ?n?35rceft ft- sii?<t>iR<:ft ftwj #ft w? 3Rft 3ft ^jfftwj w<r t, 

1 

q*WRpRff ciiRif^* ^ teq ft? ftr?ft 3 ft 

3I-cIT-35t£ 3?mrc 3? ■^TcTSET 35?Tft ^ foR 3P7%T FftTTI ftft 
vJW|ctni3ff ^ fcR, 3T3 3f>ftt ’ft ftTcf qfPp 5T3TT fftj’J WJ, ft 
PlM&lRskl Tfftf&lfftftf 3> STKJEfftT #ft :— 


foqft TRJ ftroi 3 ft aifft35?m 3553 * 3ftr?r, 53 ^ ftrc3 ^p, 3? 

tft, ^ all-tin ft-id qft*ici ^ fttr gft ^ 'Jtlki Tsft F’Pft, 


^b^cfRUf: fft># ft^ef ?Pp 3ft 3lfft35iiT? 35535* 3ftTcT x 3*0 

nfftnis ft aft? ftr?ft 3ft wir y ft. eft ftrei q?pp 3ft jaftaci 3ftr?r x 
^0 3ft y ^ fftmfftm 353 fft » i <ft •^rnr’ft 1 


ji aretn-atcPT ftr?ft 3ft arfft35TT 355353 3ftrr 35T 3ft? :ftrra- 3pp 3ft 

3lfft35c1? 355353 3ftTT 3> 150% ft’ 33T3T T^f FfTT I" 


tmn auft?r ft, 3ftTH wf 3-35 afft 5331ft -ftftfftcr fht <ft wpft 1 


WIT : 


|3i atlft?r ft aigftsr '35' ft 335 


135 WIT 3 TeTT 11 

StrftWJTR, 

333 . TR. ftft, Hdlg+K (ftf 3 ^ fttRI-I[) 
[f 3 TT 3 T 111 / 1 ^/ 142 / 2006 - 31 ^ 1 .] 









[Wlh^l] 
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c^T^lrK4> fPH 

1. 7PKT744T 3ft? l pg*f f > > 

1.1 4lfft45+4 ft 15 4R4ft 2004 4ft £%> 3Tlft?T uTTft %? ft, fuRft 45 «fT f?5 

4>5or eft 447? 445#4 3ft+ ft-ft4cft. ftW #t ft fc?4 26 fft+44+ 2003 4ft %74R 
+?rft 4+ ?fft i ft? 3471 % 3tTft?i srftm fft#+4 ft 344#4 m i c44?47ft +4T445 
^1*1*11 ft 5T4 1.10.2004 4ft 445 [cl'ttjd £R4> 3ITft?T uTTft ft )<11 *l<Il (ftl'ft 5+7ft 3+14) 
4747ft 44R .t%5 3?Tft?T 4557 44T t) fft+lft 26.12.2003 4ft fftePTR ft55T 3J47ft 
4ft #41 4ft 44fft7 4ft 447ft ft-sftftftf 4ft 7J+5377?T tWI 4>fcI4ft ftlcff ft 

3I«ft#4 fftgRR ft45#ft ?4cft 4ft ft-?4eJ ft 4%fifa 45+ft ft foft Rift 477+4 fft*77 I 
?4 fttft OTft# ft MH UftftTft 44 ftftc? +r<4r<PT54ft 4ft 7154 54H 4574T «IT 
tftReft 47+7 ftftc? iMlftvdd 44lft ft ft 1ft+55 +44 4ft ftftfft ft foH? ftft^ 44 
4# 471 

1.2 FTScft 3ft+ #4+1# 4ft 4>fft44 ft # fftft 7 H li ft ft4> ^el ft +TW lft<345+ 4pJ 

4+H+ftft 3ft? 44ft 4lf§1454 ftcT?fti ft ^??T4T? fftftlft PftfSR 3lfir45?4 

(<ftjftW<ft) ft 41%|51ft 4T4? 4ft I fftftTft ^+§4 +54 ft f+T cTSft 4+ 31141% 47 fft 
44T ftfto7 #ft ftftTft 4ftH 4)+ft ft fcHJ #5eft 44T #7T?# 4ft 4#^ '3447441# ft 
?7474 4T4T 44 ?74>d! 11 ??7ft 3777747, 3RJ +Tft$I7T 4ft 3n-JftPl45 ftt PMill+fld 
ft| HH-ft+l ^j l4 + T4 ^ ft 3Rft 17 ftHftft 2006 ft 37T?77 fT+T illfftcM 44 PNCH 454 
fft+Ill 445 f#T44 377# ^ +54 ft S+?lft4 ft feT? Ffcftf 4ft 4#%7?R 'ft 445 
3TK(lftft4 4T4T 1|317 I 

1.3 445 314% 3T7ft?7 ft +54 3 7 47? 2006 4ft 4474 ftfftp 34ft?l 4+ 445 ftifilSH 
477ft foft7 447I ?+T ft%5 +777)44 SIT^TT ft +447+4 ^4c5 +4+45754+ cfeiT 4lpl|(«44) 
^4^51 +7^7^544 3rift«lf<kl4) 4ft 4%lfftcf fft)47 '447 3ft? 54 ft 1 47?, 2006 4ft 
IftflHR +77+ 4+ ^4pT 447ft 4+ 445 +ft47 ^7 ftt ^4447 1%47 fftT+7457 ^ 4 ?TR 
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tupifyqc*? amqiqi ^ 3 ^ HST ffrm WTT 3JT | 

IRSlct. 24 SRf, 2006 sit RSI 3RS ^RTfaS S> WI % SSI 3PS ^feflEH Win PST 

l«i'H<^ §ri si ftup w ap fti siRiftsfo sissr am^Tcng ft srt ftra xftiRft 

Sit '54RTFT ftlSI STTPT t, SRSSRtb SRR S> 3ppTR cTS #ft I SSI IRIRSI 3T8lfc{ 
#FRf ftp fe-Nxlft RT.fcf. SRI 7 PRf, 2006 Si tftqi Wtl t tH STT^T S> ftW apfftl 

tRR Isit P# f^RT# 3RTf%*T £ftqi 3TI^?T Sflft SR% S> feP? £1^ sit jSlftdSt PP PSP 

feiPT Ippi ap | PI apftel HM-ftP <£!<£) If >H If <fl SRT 20.4.200e| cfc 3IT#?T SRI 

GtRst SR <ft P^| 



2.1 it'jfRSil afR S>ScI fccflfavjH %^T 3 Tf S> ftp? S l R l ftpcp £ftpi *t 'f#RT PIPS# PS 
tRTP?j sit yfoPT 7 PRf 2006 si tftyi ifrtIpp an#?! si srift it$> si pcstist sis 
jjSS ^t P^ ftRpf 16 PRf 2006 sit IRITWf afR ftSR TRftftTtRTPf Si PTai ^RJSP 
tep frarr issi ptstp 23 PRf -2006 afR 5 aider 2006 sit dssi antitfera sit p^ 1 
21 3 $cT 2006 sit SSI WPSf SST iff ST% ftiPT PPT ftRpf Wist si fets 

f I 

lpl<-l[cjRacl Sts# sit PIPTP sit aft PTftl 12 P^ 2006 PSI 'RWTftPI Sit fcmR l P I 
PR# aft - I 


(ji) siftiftpsi sissr afsrsiciT arftcpftp sit pRptst pap ^isftp 
|ii) sT^iftssi Sftyi PitifRa sirf aiaisT appap sit ansspyipr i 

ijiii) siRiRs* £Ryi ftsfftp sr^ sit s^fer afR fift • 

■PPPSf SSI # PPTP PP PSPf # if SSi IJ?I PSP PcPST PPI ft ^Scl >H®P4>l!5Sft 
$> ^SftSRR ^ -d^RrcI ap sap 7 2006 ^ £Rs> ^TSftERT |3TT^?I ^ pf^ci 

sRsrsr ^t snft R?rf sit ar^sfer ^ stpfr wfls 1 ssr 3 kuR i Rssi ^sr 
■H® ncb|$€ifi‘ ftp# ^RgRi sit anssscpciT f aiaisT sff t, ^ MfsRR sit -nn'Kiiaif 
SfR sfesnftst sir s 11 ^ sr^ its sRstst ^ rsji # ^fesiRT a^rsft ss ^i^ct 
sit sfjs sit S# afr I TRRRf ITS # SI ift y^ksl ftlST SSI air ftr #jftSRR crap 
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yilftfaym fty?r f ft fonj rjm ym yRyw mnft mr n?y £fftn RPiny 

ft ftp? \fcftH ft yyy ft ffty>e yry ft rpi f 3 n t arafa ym ftfftn fftfftmr wrr 
3 tot ftysr *W 4 » i 3 «ift yft RPft ftfftft ft fcr? tRm RRmr ft fftftm fta yayyr 
3 ii<iS!i|cb f i ftuflctwui yy yyy ftfftn RRmif ft fftfifty fta yyrft yft arMsmyrai 
araim arman ft yR ft fftfty yy fftfty myar t aik ?ytft my anar t i 7 art, 
2006 y>r ftfftn ^mkr^r arrftm, fftft w anftm ft wy ftoFt aircaiiarm wry 3 
yyrfyr ym t, ym arafty aym an aan %qa yjy ft aremfty aft fftra yyRHraf 
yyryft yy mrft fftm ymsn 1 

2.2 fftyga yyyyf.yy 51^ yft ftyyn^a www.trai.gov.in yy mram t 1 wft 
my 25 at 2006 yft Rooft ft a|ft yy yy fftmy-fftyft fan 1 yyryyf yy yy py 
ftyftrftr mr yrry yft ftyynsa www.trai.gov.in yy fftm yyr t 1 ftyftf nan 
kaftaft ft arwn ftnfftam yfyanaft ft yp? 3 r»mftyy ^ f^f >mtfi<twui yift 
yy ft, iTcrffftj ft yymyf yy aft yypay ft y^f ft 1 fftffty ymmfkff ft wa fftmkrft 
ft ftftr ft mfftmyy ft ajfeftkr aan fftftft yy w <m<sm<ym wry ft yygya 
yeny yy aaf yft y^ t 1 

2.3 w ykra yftftyy ftay yfttfftymft rw yy> ftaor 5m yryftfn <ftJRa^<ft ft 

17 vyyyft 2006 ft 3 nftyr ft ffta^ yftft mrmora ft ym fftffty arftor (2006 yft 2061 
afty 2006 yft 2247) may yft y^ 1 arftor ft arafty yrna ft yry ft 7 yrft 2006 ft 

ftftm ftyfRy ariftm ft rraray ft ffty>^ yanry yft mafyi ft yft y^ aft 1 aanfft, srt 

yft w arftof ft ysr yff warm ym ftr 1 yftftyar wnran ft anrft 28 after 2006 ft 

arafty arrftm ft fftftyr fftm fft wft ftafkr sifta yft arftm yft Raftft ft aigyrry 

yamjcf fkrfft yy^ wj 1 nang^ Rejfft ft anftyft ftf ynyry ftft n? w fftftn form 

ym 1 ft yyyyyft aan ftyor ^oflR^H ftyrftf ft iftr? y#rfftry> Sfftn mrft myft ft 

yfftr ft yryfttn aflftyar wjR i ny ft arffty anftyfr ft yfftmy yft yftten yft mry fftyrft 

ftnj yy> yymft yy mrft fftm ym affy w aftjy^f anftffta yft y# 1 
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2.4 fd ftWT, WTft srmcfr (ft^t) ft TO ft fttcR I ftajlnRH ft faq 

ft 10 2006 ft fftfa ft dRd ftftgRT gpR ftt 

^ tjg> anftcf (2006 m 985 ) ^ dR%r gsr wim i cui 4ft feftuH ft? 


ft 31T^r fftdT % fftwft, gelf 3fr? ft l dcfr l d l ft fttd FSFFRf ft a tfeffid «Nf 31 

2006 ft ft^T etT^ fftdT atF? T1STT Wft W - gfftdl fcft fcff 3?fter ft Sl^ 
5 jfraTftr) an) ftt fftft?r fft*n w fft ft aiif)H*dt ft war wftr i fftcftt. gs^ 

3jfc ftti>R5dT ft fttd *T6H 4 lft ft 31 fftWK 2006 cTg> ft^t ftt oTT^ ^ft ft fftoftt ft 
dlftfttd RTRtkHi) ftt feftvFT #E[ ft 20 vgetl^ 2006 ft fftft^r ft at gUMd ft £1^ 

ft pjg>?r| wrrnftt^r ft 10.3.06 ft arrftst ft qwid cR^ra jnftrftt ^ 'rpM 


ftj ftt ft - ftdftt. ftt g W ftdcft ft fciTJ ffftwft ftgT ftpR tWRf. fts dTO 
4>t angjcf ft ftnj wftftt. atcrcfftfct SRrcf aft? ftgT ftt gq<Rdjr ftftit wdftf 

cFjiT ariW^icr ftft ft tom ftgr ftt gurticdi ft «nft ft f ftfft q v £fftq?| <jRft ft 

Iftj't anjft JfPPT 3R fftlT I 31 fftw*R 2006 WF fftilMiJd ftt WffiT 4> l 4ft)Rt ft 

fftpiWmR ot! ftftrr ft ft 5 ^ t^ft ftt 31 aprcr, 2006 era? g^r fftw utftt 

®TT| I ^fft ft^T ftftt ft ftftl ft 311 ft *R lft u lq ft cjlPlftq«P |* 1 ®< 1 <PI§«|'( ftt 

riftifftr $rft. aid: daiFjft fteifft ft .ft^ft ft fttr ftft ft fftq ci i Faip5^ct> ftfftp ft ft. 
rjft wftt^wr ftt aiMW+dl ftt I ftft 3ttR}fticr ftft ft qrfVfrn<*> j£ftF fftgflftr 

grjrft ft gRft ft fcrq rjftr <Fftt %g ft ftwr ^ argftft fftw w 1 

d<HflN, fttft WRTcTO ft 3ffttcf ft gft ft?r ^Rft ft IcPJ 3ftft^T ftt ft ftt I 

fftftftf ^ feR daftf uRReilrlftt ftt fttftw WraiePt ft W15T W’TftT I 

2ft ^ftftM WFITcPI ft 19 3FRJR 2006 ftt I^tft WfST 3tftct ft ftt Wtlfftt 

tR arfftl^ujii ftt fftw a#? fftft?r fftm fft - 


" jar? Md ftdl t 1ft 28.4.2006 ft 3TTft?T gRT WratcFt ftt ftF ^SRSfttc! ft 

^tsppj^ jfteftft, fttwfft d? ffterfct arra ftt drtte dgr gftt t. «rr Tgft anft^r 

; i ' t 

fftjrtT t) I aiHraw ftftrg ft d? ^j%id fftdt dw t fft wrt anft^i -ft aig^wr ft 

dftn argqrad ft srf wfttd fftftnw tntewr arfirfft^r ftt arm 11 

ft fftftfff ft arg^TR ftdR gRft ftt ftftwaft ftt anw d€f gR ^t 11 








^RcT TT*m : ZRJWTV 1 ! 


9 


£if Fft ftft ft ft?r if ufrifc'd arlftFFHT ftt ^rsra ffj? ft ?nft ftthf! 

FF Fsvf ift vjiI'JI FR fft? f craTT c)Fk FRft Fft ylftFiaff ft 3TTXF Fft cif'?l<£< ft 
w hi? ft ftftR xjft ft nnft Fft anm t i 

?Hft 28.4.2006 ft ?Hft X3FH ant?T ft ftfttUH ft Fft £fftp tfcfR FRft Fft 

• * / • , * 

sfftHTH 3 trh FRft ff fftft?T fftnT 11 ftm HRft wt, ?ft aritrfftHH ^t?ra ii # 
arafttr i^tft srfStFFH - fts ff ^rtra wt ft hh!f frht FnflH cpft <MtHHqft srn 

F^T ftftl ft Fft F# fftftt f^qftl F7 fftft? Fft! H?HT rTlflH 3T8FJT ?^ft 3TPFR FH ft 
FFftlT| ft€f cjv^ftt xnffF I ^HT vJ^'Isl FRHT HfttfttH ftFT % HFH tfftp Fft ftHR 
FRft ft foFJ 'HFHT F^fcIFt FF Sf^FIcR fftm FITHT rI#F I 

TPTlft ezjR if FF FTTHT FFT f fft HFH?f - FF ft ftt 3RT Fft Ff 

RlM’fel'f ft HTft ft Fp? Hcftr? fftt; HH f | ?TTft ^ ?^ft nnft ?HTft Pt^Sfft ?ft 
HTH ft Wlft f<I HF> FFT FHH?f FFT FTTft Fr?ft Fft anHFFFxTT H^f t I 3RT: FF FF 
Fre HRHT FIFcf t ft) HRtlfftt) £fftF ftFR FRft FTHF StftpTFF Fft HRT 11 ft 

FFftff ff argqraF fftnr tfjh fft xyHft ftftr ft fftgffftr riftt F x gfr ift ff ft m 

fftHT vTR I 

2.6 2i after 2006 ftr xaftt ftthf! ff ft^r «Nf 3mn % ftrr ftft ft ftftF 

if Fiff FT | ftTT ftft ft ftfftrT FTFcft FF FTTFft F5T 14.6.2006 ftt FTlft fftFT FFT 
FT, FSTTft, ^jft \ji=qa *1 FFTFTeTF ft alft?T PTF^ ft, FF^ FTfttftrft) ftFcT aftTFTFTatf 
ftt FFWT FF ftftftxe FiF ft ftftfcT Fff ft>FT I ftft ^FTFIPR ft FFF ftftftt ftt 
HTIF if TTftt fF, ftTFft 5T^ 3TftftRTF, 1997 ftt FRT 11 ft 3FJFTcTF ftt aftfiT ftt F^ 

ftt, 2 FFX5R, 2006 ftt ftt ftRFF^ FF FjfftfftilF) ftfftf) ft ftftT ft ftF ftftf ft 
feFJ tfftp ftftftF OTT^TT FF FfttFT TTFMeT fftFT FFT ®TT, fftmft 10 FF*«P?, 2006 FF) 
FFFTfftft F)t f^rqf&nrf Fftft F^ ft! I FFtlrftft (FFRF5 sftF ftFcft) ftt ft XJSJF) 
^Fft 9 FF*F7, 2006 Fft 3TTftfuTcT Fit F^ ft!, ft fttf -FWHF ft FTF8T FST ftt ft 
F2TT Xjft FFFF ffeFTTF wft ft fftxj 3TFFT FFTF fftFT W STT I F#FT tftF5 
3TTft?T FT FTFT fftFf^lft Fft Fft ftpHTfS www.trai.gov.in FF FFltFT FFT t I 
Fftkl ftf^F) anftFT ft FPgoR ft VTTFT fftFfftft FF 'HR FF ^TRsFleFF) FTFF ft 
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Wit i H totr t I toflw fcto artor ire sm tortoff to &t$ of 
tot sjfaftoT to in m i aows wro $ ' OTgreT retof ire TO 43 $ i 

3 . TO t < rr < fatoTO T 


3.1.1 I 1.10.2004 W WR tftqj 3TT^TT TORR tore reWWfTOf'TOT TO&lftTOT 

II l 

ton* rt*toW' $ tor toft ftto w toTO TOT mi t i iTO;TOrre 16 . 1.2004 
TO arafto artor TO far TOT mi i wgw TOTO tfri ito rertTO 4 
ton ww?TOf re*? TO torm fTOtor TOf TO 1 waft, mwi<jire urn, ftto 
TO* TO 15.1.2004 TO TOR tfar «T$*T TO to 4 to 1 . 10.2004 TO y«iH arTOre TO to 
i w wrretor reTO TO ns nm tow t % toff to-nw to TO tor TOsre trtTO 
4 T3J*js TO TO to—to gftr TO toRwT 4 wto TO anro ire tftfs totito reTO 
4 oi^j c r m i; reiftre tot f, am: tfto trTO ire town TO tor 4 TO4t tofren tort 
to TOto wwg o TO TO resre tor reTO w toto( tow tow W, torTO tot 
ftor - atom TO to 4 town w TOf to TOT w i toff toreT TO Trerrere afre 
fWr TO TOTOr fttor toTO ire RwIM TO affto to to TO to? wf srer tor 
ijroaf to 4 rerarere tore rentow TO town is to; arowretii ire|fto to to TO 
4 t toi ton on tort $ i restore toroto. torTO to 4 tow tout $ to 
^oTO jnre rera TO ojtorcr reTO TO fto tot to tot tor TOojjr t, tfto toton ire 
ftore-ttoref TO to 4 TOf TO i aro to ton on totw t to gwj to*to hwtot 
tof. tore toraff to to stowaff TO wi to town tor reTOj TO wtotor i 
efr, tofto inre tore trtTO 4 gft TO to TO tofto reto is to; TO^f to TOf w i 
3pT: tot toTORTsit, TO Trenren TO tore TOreTO TO arcs to is itoaj, wTOr is 

i 

to? tor TOf reTOt t arfto aiTO TOtowaff, ttoTO, reroto ^ reR ^ to; M t, 
# to; , jto> atror arroiT w tor toT gro 1 ^ w torn 20014 ^ iron tfto 
antoff!^ tot to? reTO % tort toftotoff is to 4 ftto ktr I^t tott «tt i 
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[VFT 111—7SPTg43 

3.1.2 cWlf?t, fai# HSf^iq ffe?ff # HTTO if 1.10.2004 # TOR tfop 3Tn&T # 
MRHa cWT nq'l'xiJdl a?f 3TRTO5RI RT SR ST^ a> aRR cR \3c*TR §3TT Rf 
*ii-i-tI* 4 ##i?an?£f # apgar aiaerr ar# # am# w ^ yaraf if # 

aTfcT HRT RH# # feTT? fReT TT#ftn?HR # T?R 3fR T ^a HR ^3TT I f?T 

nia^ aft Rfa yr#ama a* ag^a ftsar aar ft> 1 . 10.2004 # tor tftq> ai#R if 
^aft aaroataff, Rt y-Hi'Ri ait? #a?r #m? an# aaa # yata # fen? g a tiaiei a# 
a>H# #, # fen? TOtRRT # '<mdft<t> 3 TTHR 3 JSRT 3 RWI # R 5 R if ■W'ridl aft 
RRaaR# t 1 a*aft, tar# ’jjf ^nfa fetar Rmi, a? amen WnMlsii aar i 
WFR iaff $Reff # 3 RJRT) # # RfclTO HR*f HRT ft? «t fuRif tftR ftPia# aft 
TOtTOffl # aR^ a? tTOT fa#aa # aft if amfl»?u| Rif -»R.«t | 

3.1.3 #Ceff RT Wfcl ftT lS Ka Raff Ref M O Rlftal ft ctaf ftaT HfW^ff #feT 

gfHRRrajf # TOTO aft RS Raft aft 3fRTORR a# t cPR IftOTR aftaRT aft ftf 
Rftt aarft aft anjafft a# # rt# aifftr? 1 ijRfft aaifar t fft> foaft anaia®! #a?r 
amRcIT a> feR aaeTO fft?RR ^ gat 3TOT? aH #5eft aft ’ft aaeTO RHlf Rlftt 
Rfla ffti ft ftiaaetf ft ft m a gR a# RH aft t 3fta T3# aft^ Mh RR THR a# 
#cTT t; fft> ft ’ft aTOIHR a>fef TJtRtacTT Rff affft HftaR TOtTOT t; #5eT vTaatacTT t 
aT a#, a? aReTr PrtfifTSfR % CRT yHTTHR R^RTO RR% aft «Ra>f tR €|4t #Teff 
■$ feR TOR^ 3R Ht TOTHf if RH^ ut# ^ ^RlISlRR R^ff a^fccRT 3PRTcf t 
aik afcRi^ta Ram ’ft a i W^iR RR Rr g a n aft aiaetRRT ■saaro a€f asHRT t 1 
aHRaf a%m ^ ^t?R at^R 3 rj aefr^f ’ft ^t r| t, Rt ^ai Ra at fet aft if f 
fl> ^ 3ri iffaraff aft affiT ia ^raiaff $ ftn? aiaif arfetfeaf araa ’if TOR ’rtt ef 
h# t cm TORf aft vfqfRd ^ ’jsa aft? ’jqa«n at afafer #tt arflt? (Hpft m 
^ aifraenaff fen? fcra a a aRR t cmr 5apf Rtt araa aff t ) Rtffc apft aaaa 
^ TOtaaiaff # fen? araR t afta m ^ arorfar a^f t fiP faraa aaata a^af fear 
rtr t 1 a? aaf ftar aar t % rrhr am aaew $wt apffaaWt irm, «t^r 
ftReft anft a€f t; ftR^ fen? araa it anf^fR affiaar aft anaaaRar ft# t aft? 
far brth fa# WlRaa a?f a>l3 anaaaaRT a# t 1 aaataaT rr Rt af^aifta 
asaif if gipf f affl aiasm arfitftaa if anRn? a<? ^feafna rt wiR rR rt ^pna 
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I ■ ■ . i 

ftai1 TRIT t I am ^ ’ft t ’M ftRFT OTI a? ^jtfiNtrr <?> TcR 


a* e#t R fq 7TW qtf cfc 3f?mR m aPf at U*HN«t>f/ ! ^cT 

■ “ i 

at W ^ReT Rata a^t at ftaieR RR 3TSRT, rfac* RRTCf at cRt if a ^ HHcl l I 


3.-|.4 pmat aa yfciPiRTeer a>Pf aP t as t ft> 7 tnf. 2006 
£f^?> tfafiaa antar $ aanPiftd yftaiai ft afield at 3rtaT atf t;faanj arftaa 

ntvqtl'l'l Rjl'lA £R4) ^ ^ Mql'JM ^ fcHJ q|P|(vKjq> <£«M at 

Rtf|nd tPaf ^ft anffrar t 1 par a*TRa> t ga sum aa ’gsrrtr ftaT an ftr 
ciTRlR^th J^WeT at a? WR aatfar aiftp afijf at ftaS? arfitj 

aflt WRTTcft yqid<t> araaT ata^r aaiow at Pa atf. ReiSH MRnm i ft 

\ ]■ I 

3Teffer ftrar RaT t I ap? M'H I 'f^l ft fttq# t fa> at ft l fcufr atfra fl«H$ r $ i <N 

1 ! 

at yRiriai at tPat at raP t f^be arm arftq ci«tt ?R?m at f^-wR a* Pr 
q#iRkjch WRRiat at tPaf at RFaTR a>att RlflR I 


3.1.5 r|ar ijaar yftaiRT at anaaaaarT araat amar cm faeiaia af^nar at aarR 
a^t a>|fcraa tr wnfM t' arer foaMf aa (ts<r)«i u i fear aar t pir arftamr 

I ! ! 

aa ^fe|h>r PinRiRaci t - 

1 ^ 

(i): ^ t Rfe fcaT t ft> t*t Wiwaff, uft RTSat 3 tlf^ <t RatR # foTR RHWet 
ana ar^ct i darr y^K+'t ’after ^qr rmraTsit ^ arte ft^K ?t^ q>t arm t. 
aref: rrerfr ^Rqr ant?r ^ Pr^Nna ff >w>edi Htq rnP arra^mm tj 1 ’Rg ^ 
qq? atfeta ataaP ^ qa> aaa?t an ^ ama ■ft f^rg| ftaa? fta?t 

cfRfr aal ft 4 a ferar .t, rfonft; arRtftaa, 1997 ^t gm 11 (4) ^ arfoacr fom 
W t H fa aar aa ma fq 1 % 1.10.2004 # ama tPp ,arrt?r ft aaa 

atfta pg® ^ ff arRiftaar -maaiaff ^ afet ^rat patarftaetT ^ 
aPfer t tar^eTT aPrPTcr aft, qiRiRaq, waarait at ygdia arPt ?m sa waaraff ^ 
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foq qfq?t qM qi ftfawr qft $fcf qq uw ^ q>t arraqqqqrT t i qftf t\ 
qmeflf 3, wsr if ^ %?tr qR% ^ faq <facr jr»TRf qq fMt »?r wt ii trsr 
qft #rt wi «rsi^ qnq. ?w> foq M wrroii qff arerq qf q^^rn foq wf q>t 
an<Rq<t>dr t I ara; wirr qiqR RRWTfqq ?rt mf&rf^cr^ qfqR WHcpifeR 
aiPtoqf^jjjf <pt x#fTTftcT %q wf qft srmzmrr I1 aw frz& war mtfifttff 
qq r? w ft> ft>'«Tl 'J8R5 qftmqT qff ant)^*oi Rift %. q€t t 1 

(ii) wjrr ^Fcf ReFraq^tf cwt q if&i f&w <fa r nefm&pft $ frn few t 
qftqrqr 3 fM arri qrar fate fatre qfteR q>t qf aftejRnj’f t qRffa faqft 
WIRT qfaT WWli*R q>f <JcTRT ^ faqff cnf&rf«WT .triw qf qfqsiR q>t 
arrawf^n ate anfar wi tef t 1 

(iii) R? qq> qfajq4 cRR t fa fMf W % Steeff, RR<£ fRT Wot ^zff 

qq ftW TRH faRT t, IRT *JTRH faq SRR RTRPR qfaR WteffiTaff qft cJRRT 3 
fM 3te 3?fafj f | 3RT faR RR qq iff 4|(t>|fte<fr MWj, fate WJ $ ?f3R 
RRI 3T-R qpjFT WRfR. fatlRH artRriq RRRR qf arjRR 3TRR-3(RR Rpft RK?T t 
I 

(iv) fftfaH q> qfte ii qq; far>5q M qfteTRT te 3 pptptt %, qfr aqfar if ftegqr 
RRT qqgfa if «f*TcW'<f>l4) ft, Mfa fatRTR qf te TRT '4 faRT RRT I faqtf q*RR 

WT^Tfqqf art Mq-a RRif % amiR q> qrq if irafn qrr wnr^s amnff t I th 
ffe^fR if cirPiPkicfi qft f ^P r f^te ^nrf qff q?wr qq <m 

,.V ,,.' : . \ •• v *.r • 

WT q»f anqqqqjcTT ^ ’JcRiqPT m f^? qRcf tftq> ^ f^RTR atsRlT 

aiwiT ^ Man ^ fcrq feqr rri t i srj ffeqfRr ^r qf^rm 3 rhht t, 
vS ^q; feprwf ^ qqlap) $ fcR f^if^ ^f&prf afk w^f&Rff qir s?m^ ^ 
qiWT qR# t wfi fwRpf ^ft q^nftcT qRtq; Mr ^ fttq f^rfMr ^ qq>R ^f 
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j ! = = 

3?l1|3T 3^1 ft I ^ 57 J 33757 ft 1ft zjf ftuftcNui ft jftq ^$ 33333 ; 

ftaR 357 ft ft 3 R 33 yfftcT ft, q??n spnift 37 fftftjq f^rr ft i 

3ft. era? ifft ^|utl*»>'£«i 37 srfftdftui ft jn£ra>^»T ft tft35 fftfft3ftf ft ajfSjgsR fta ft 
315^ TTI^f ft h4KjI 1 ft fcPJ dlf&lpVudj ft3ol TTO^TFTft 3ft 3>Rlq3 ftfftft 3ft 3157 
3>7ft ftt MtT 31371# ft 3&7 571 3337 dlf>»lfo3d> ft3ol 7HB3355ft 3ft |313ftre ftftf 
3ft Sfftp fftfft37f 3ft 3§3 ft fttcl? 3>7 folT ft I ftfftfae ftftt 3ft qj ftmfftri 357ft 

[ j i 

33 3ft# jjfcdftui Iftftl 3ft 3157 *ft^ft 7TOT 3>fcl33 3fH'ci|lfilfll 3ft 711 fad 3>7ft 33 
3>i^ 3>Mt i aroftt yfftfft^i ft T’Tsnfftft ft ftftoi 7rarei53ft ft ft fonj 

'THj^ ^317 357ft ft 3 >fod l # ft 3lft ft W flWR 77* ft I tfop ftfaftft ft fftf*FT 
T|S|33Tft 3>7cl 7133 ?^f 33335 3ft*fl3l ft ftl37 Iftfaftfe ^53 73J#f 3ft 75317 
357#1 3imii 3ft? ft537 ftftlTI ftTTl <jfcqft>'i fftdTftf ft foUJ 3f3Tpft 3ft tftf 357 35^71 
| 3ipifft33> ft3ol 71®fW1537 3ft 3l>Hlfftc1 3>7ft ft 335 ^ITW <jlfei3ftu| 7737T 


3 ? 


Tjfftf^IcT 35^71 fft Tfftt 57lft 3IlfftoT ft, 7T3T ft fafft 7RST7 3ft 3ll3ftj35cTT 7#t ft 


fftfftjfft^ |*>7 ft 3157 fft^J vifT 7135ft ft I 3Rf: 5nfft3WU| ft 335 TfftTTTTjTft 7 ?gft 33 
35 3177131 ft, 3ft oTlfftl ft o3T735 ft 731 tfftp fftf ft 3 7 ft aftviHTft 

fftftjfft^e RPJjft 3ft 75717 357ft ft foTJ 'tix«t u i 3ft 3lld¥3d>dl 37 3113l1ftcT; ft I 


(v) F7f|3IcI ft 53517 7#f fftqr 37 713531 ft fft vJc3T3 7WT3 ft, 3^ ftt 3? 7J35 
733|753 ?S3oI vfvftcWI ft 31331 ci l P l I^U* 73T33T, 37g €tft ^3cft ft ft^ft ft ^?3T3 
ft 5fm ff53T 33T ^3 ftTft ft 7RFT 3ftt ftfaT ft v3TfT 35 ftTft (ftefteT, fftTfft 

35 l?7fft 3T53ft, WfarTOTf ft 33t3H ft fftrj 3fmft?T ft. ftt ^oHT ft 733 ft 3ft3 
ft Tjai TJTTcTT ft I tfttfftiH ft3of 3T33T 3)|4**f. <Tft ftt ft 3Tf&rf^3> 73T3313ft, 
*53 ft ftteoff 3nft IT7T 53o55« ft3Tft753ftftft3ftv5fT7ftftr37gft 
HftfvjH jft 335 71133 ft WI ft ftf, 333>f ftftvST ft373ft 3ft 335 3f9?T «JSft ftft ft foT? 
STOfl 313|?3 7?gft ft I 3RT: 35 3ft35T fft 371R™! ft3T3ft 35T fftTl 335T7 !ft3ft(3%3T 
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55 7ST fc, 545 WWW« T' *&45r 7145^7*47 5*5 545 4lf¥544> ^4cT <H«H4>H|4<( it Jffa 

3757 457* ^ fet 5 yroffai 44 vm?rr t i 

(vi) qftwm $ ftrq wrat titot $ farar? fcg 4 Tf*ifai 55 ^jict *fr 

$ *tt57 ftftfife #uff 4ft 54*54 457ft h 7J51T4 4> 7144 4, 4? W t ft 
5*ft4 $ arm 4? arratffci IUihh 5ft*n4T 3555 fss t twt tiw tft *rs ftftr 
^rf^nff 4?r 45 ^? ^r44ft 1 

(vii) ^5 4Kfl ft 4>m 47 fttfR 4S7ft §4, vSfcT 09 5f?l7Rl 7HH34347 4?tft ftl754 
mtelt 3W4I $4«T mttt it 41*44 ft fft54cT 4I4T 457 7$ #, 4!.5447eft 44 4F 
7J354 ft? 4lftlfi 44> 7t*H4» I Hft 4ft 4f 7414 57lf5 vllft 4ft 4 447 4 4411 tflftt 41?f 
fft44ST ft4?l <IW«Wft ft fe5? Slftfim ftft WIT 3H5teft it 4$t, 7ft45lft 4#f 
# I fttlHR 5ft4T4T ci ^fr g rr q^ i 5414 457tft t ^fft 3RMT 7JBT5 44 5ftl*T ftEeff 

anfft 4?f ftim nmmtt it ftTM 4544 it wv m$z if it Tftra 4 7147414 ft5T 

45ftft 1 

(viii) 4v»fe 5*5 4*474 ( | I WW< I ft) ft 7TC it <H f*l cH ft fo74 7J*55 44 
71>f t H4t 4ft 554 4ft 4$ «ft 5*544? 3447441 4# 71434 44T 4*ftfft 4*474 ft45T 
ft 3m4ci 451*f 45ftft 5*5 314J*5 ft •n«q>l<ccx[ 44 45>fft I 

Cix) vflTUfft 4JS 5 °l *5& ff 5T7T ft 45T5T 44T #, Hl(Sl4>7«l 44 44 ft % ftft4574 
ft f«T4 4>lft ft 44541 $fc4>1» l 3TT47f 4ft ft4T 5*5 7$4 -54*14 ft 5517T ft4el 
4I4fR it 4ftft*t ft5T 45^t fftlTlft fft4T5 ft5t ftft 44 4ftt4 311*57 ft5T *1 4IT44T I 
3fl7 q i ftlfalft 7*lT54T3ff 4ft 441545 TfeWT ftW4l4 5^4141 4ft *4lftl ft 3f5*f5 
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3|r ttot ft* ww q>t au<nw»ai #ft, rMt toft wmk»i jNr 
tf*«<t>ife«R <rir to t i , 


fr) jq? ftor w t q|p>||^* to*r ^ to ft - to ^ 

gjqqr 3l'd«Wl«H qRR to cfeTT ft$T <?RR ftft ge*T ^ito to to 

ftto Mt toft 4 toft 'HiEii'fi’i ftto OTku ^ to rwiftfr tort rtrst 
sfi i uilft<tw«i ft to tott t fft> g®q to *r «ii-s«'kw wr 

3|d4ftjuH <fRR 3R t d&TT Wot toeT arroto llftMdl ft ftftfftfe WFTFj 

4ft ?"cr anfft Pi<t>icH t ci®TT gft agto atorr ft>r ffttoq to t i arcr 

4kr5 »r <pt g^qr ato wft tr t ?mt torn RpRenarf 4 ?ftr ft toft 
1 ) 

^R<«ty ftt 3uq*<iq»cii Rift ft I | 

(xi) t?q> gptra ft fftr ^ ^rft ft, aw RifftR tor toft totoiaft ft 
f-HJ flR to ftt Rtot ato its RFRT cRTT cTRT ^ 3fIE?R *R 3l*llRd ftt Wpft 
xif^r 1 1 arreft -^xf if, wi g«nsi<sii tor toft 'j^rrq ft to to T*rem xj^> 
fferfcr jaq «ft rwt t, rfrt ciwq^ft^vgftg^tfttorftto 

rffRdcj <+>i-mT<th<ci> ftftr st ato ^rft *r*j ftt hto, Rpra w to tiw fte torR 
4^ ft to 3tRn# £ ftt I ai^FlR^T vjtot ft JRet 4; to to ft I 

| j - ... • ; 

jjBcqgjt qTcT*JFftfft*r??TftRmft toto ftt fe* inmcFr ft -ngRid 

j 1 •'•.,! 

tfsJ)R)i|^R 1R 3TOTRcT to ft fto* ft to %-ftR clldM-M if dftT tolfft ®R 
'jc^-a j tor irait rfrt Rrato if aftoffter toortof to toR r to 

t 1 1 I 


(fdi) TRftRnj?pr ^ tof ^ yfci^H, Triton q>r r t ’fftrerf qft ftton 
sjqi*i qi^ «l% el ceil ^ qi-n SihA f^eft q?f ^TRStl ^ SFfcIT,% cTSTT 
rpr ^TTEIRR ^TR viM ' *ll4cll ^ Rff RRT RT Rq5dT t 3T8TcU i|gf eR> % 
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trt ci i fa i t^ich amanat <tf sjwa ftrtft ^ awR tf ^ ara ar araa t fatf 
'Hl'MWUf <fRa wrtw tf aRH tfa5RT 3>t 3 f mWc T T t I a^ta WR atf 

aaraftf miat, asaftanaf arft ^ aw ^ fon? ^afr tfaat ar witf ^nft aa agt 
t i areaReaf 5 rt n? aorta fan *m vr fatif tf af> wr tf aw $ facf 

IRR tja at •HPT aT fi*rf»T aa# t cWT fatal aRFT?f frf^qT tf 3taH &f afjff 

im fata a^t faan -tot t i aw ^ ataf *r, fat fa f^ a a *Rft at #m tf 
afaaR-&a if awa aata tf m aft faff ^r gfrf^yT aw if aafar aa^ 
atftatr att t i 

P 

(xiii) af fa fan vjmj fa tffa tf fa $ 3nm aa *rufraaa ar -gam ilfa> 
aaarfafRnat at gRTtffat ^ atar cwr $aft f^erfcT tar ft araaft t aft toftfaar 
Rt'McTf at yikl aat *?T apt Wiki aaa atff W?t ft ?RtT ^atT <jfo<*>t u l ftcofl <tf 
*na*rw<f if atm aaR aa^r fa wft fa far-ra uro aa^t fa for? fasa anftefa 
fa war atf at fata ataT i 

(xiv) wtafT ama atafaw ... wiirni aa far fawgana fatatfar aaw t - 
(a) ^taran i f aftto t, ^atT wfar far - 

(i) faaft faaaa $ toft fatt aa aifasfT I fiiw gnatm aa faa aa t ama 
aara fan w t aarr affaa aw 3 gara fan aa t crm affaa aw if 
aaia w t, aarar aRaf^RT gnciH ftRft iRiToft # asifa f^iT w t, 
crit Rtf wtfa t ^Uof g>T ^ ^?rr Tratfan at tfwwi tf foR ^arr fia 
aaftaaT t at atfaar t aaRf fra^T f^rarr fan t aaRH afftia aw tf gamn fan 
iru t aawT ariftra aw tf aara ftwT aa t afaaT araeatfar g»raH ^t tfrtf 
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i i ' ..... 

a, 3T?pfcT f^trr tot £, to far TOPr fa fafa <£ anjRTOr 
fa} to fafa fafa p£! £ «£ TpT: ats^T ffaft aw <nfo i lfaq> mto 

^ far TO* TOcT TOTO £ , asraT 


I 1 * 

{ 1 \ 

(ii) j f^flj ffalTO # ffa gfTf ?PTT ffaTy TO etPT £ arejcJT OTTO vjMWPl TOTTT £ 

fifaro faror ffarr tot t ami wi ffap tot £ 3T®w arrffa> to t gropr 
ffafr far t 3mr ariffar to % totst ffaT tot £ arar^tr aroerfar grorpr y$t 
Ifafr SRiicft <# aRTdrr Ifarr tot £ tot ?far fat ^rarsff to fa£ croWf fafa £, 


ffarc fa aiffa if arr ffaTror g> ffa farj ffani to ^tt t aramr rjmro wtpt 


OTp £ ffaro ^grom ffarr tot t aferaT tort ffair 'tot £ aram afaw TO 
*jfam PN tot t aiaro arfffa to ^ totst Ifarr tot £, ararar arrfafa grom 
g>t jffaftjTOiToft <# amfa ffaT tot £, to fat famj yarn - vsfcHf^ici mfor <fr 
arfatro jrt tot g>t fa t, 


w»|ny<|>i: totos (i) TOtro g> fa? "gfaffa?> fatTO” if fa# TOfarar gm 

rfafc TO! 3TTOT 3TTOI TO ^ TO# #PtTO TOT TO# if TOTTO <£ fa? TOfTTOR 
# TOTO ft OT# gRT faPr fa? ?P? PToT TO 5PTPT fafa fat t ; 


. gfafat fa to TO'Hfal toot arffam to vjgfaq fa pm# tot faro 

ffapT ftj fa? fa # faTOt TO TOP?, ft ffajer far ppfat I 6TRT 11 (2) ft 

arfap y}fafap fam fafap, fafa to ft yftjro, tjcpW to ^ 

3totTOt tPy> ^ totTtoT if fop %Pf'<b to ^r ftPTOr toto ^tt totot tottt £ 

TOffP ^ffTOTT TOOT arPlPTOT if ^TT g££ TOgar p£f £, vff ^?T WJ TJTO 

^ i tovtTcwi Toot arPrPm if ftf£?r <tiPi(^i* TratTOiaf cmi^ii gff ?tt «rm ir 
£r arotm ftR; tot ^ Ptto% foyr w toto £ ' I am toH^ot toot 

arPTfrom to PnfeT y>r yg ^§rrg tottot ^r£f prtt tot £ i 
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TO W1W : Mimi.il 

3.1.6 OTf^rar^i tr^tt ft>? *r? fam?f tr fft?n? ^ q?wci ciau 
iurrI ^ w tR tt^ett t ft? ftftftv ?Rr ^ Rif^Ti ^ftrof ft angR ?? 
?ft»rrcT ft ftr? gfeftftr fftdRim &g arfira? ^rfecr crit <r«wmi4 ft>rr. ?rt srrft 
ftmft ft ftr? ?? ansiR <ter fRt ftt 13ft ?ri<ht t 1 arer mRhi«ii ft tr? ft ftr? 
?tp chjiw (jfecbRi aiMHMi arftra? «idgi4 fRn 1 ftpr ?pj^f ftt tr sr i ftt 

3UcRd*dl ^ t, Sft?? ?RaRT ftt wftdftildl ft f3TOT «1T ?R?crr t cWT ft? 
ftt %4t areftre ftftt ft ??3T urr f, ftprft ftr? ftrem ftt aiN^chcii t 1 aig: 
rnfiraRR 4 7 ?r4, 2006 ft tft?? -ftftttH an4?r 4 fftftci diftift?i4> ftrra 

'HeH*l$«Nt ftt ftsWM MRHI1I ftt ??T? T??ft ?>T fftftri fcPIT t I 

3.2 4 rftiftq<i> £ft»& ft PwN«i ftt arrow art? ftftfacr »[g4 viiPid 
fft? <nft #ifiSRi uRiwmT ft rrar? art? ftfarpR ft lor? ^ft 
4 lfilt^ 44 > gK l WHT ^ fftpgd fft? uTlft ftt TRffoT I 

3.2.1 w ft?~fft«IN<t>- ft? ft aTcPfa xfaoif ftt ij?ft ftt ?jfftTT ft ?T?ft 4 c||(i)|fuiqch 

ft?R wfla? i 3«N ?irp?t ft?R wftwaff ft ttth Iftifcr 41 Rift? g?r ?rt ft fft 

WT3??R5? ft ?TT«I 4toWW ft f^men ft fft? ^?lft ?RT TTCRcTT t, «Rl4 ftt -HURdl 

w ?<r <i i P> i f<^4> ^wj <*twiM>i$ ??f ft ?rrt wirt ft for? ?rr ^rff ft?r i 

3.2.2 ??g tt? ;artR’t v fft gftr#, f 4 ft??>? ?Rr afR apn art 

ufcpapr, ftt jw*i(W?.9#i?#riBr-*rtarr? arftr Mar ft ?im ^r ?fifcT ^5? 4 
PKT ?5?4. t, gRT f?r ^R3^r 53!?4 TTTF^f ?? SToIT uIT ?T^cTT t I toftftapr 4?oft 
aft? wjr otctt #rft arfffe5T> : %naff £ 4ta rr^rer <t>wfrH<r> ?i?Er ^ rt ?ra??n t 
ftRft fteor m ?? tit an -mf?? afr«n?r €l4t 4^ ^ ^ 

?te5T ?t tit ?? anf^ ^ ^ ampn i ??g >HiHMd f?r ?m ^cdRdr rt’n 
f^? rt^oT ^ ul ^i P r R r qm^ iR ^ r irt flh? ipr ^ «rra^ x>4t tj?? rtSfg 

T^raff ^ ^?r q i fo i fcqcb rtrTMPff I3T# ?T??5f ?> Wei omd-HiRw; #1 TRI? 
?ra4 aft? ?r?r RuTfjT ?riRr 4 Rrftgci ?w rt dsmoi f*rM i ^ ^rt 4t 

gfeoff d rRi fir r cr, - <$?cr ?wwtp?, rteoff ?? orrRr ?ior tf^ ^ g?r 

tr ?raf ^ #? arrtoftTj wfSraRR trr 4R "H i timh tit ^ ?? ^ ^iRr ?5t 
riTOi arra???>f!T ~*ff- i 
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3.2.j) f^TT cilftlftqqi ^«lcr 'HRI4qf«R't q>f TROT ftqT v3HT qif|TT ajfc tffe 
ftqjr \3r=fr qrflq aftr ^rt ciif\)|f^qcti yfriwHl qq tctt cmFt qft W ft TTfctt 

& fTT ^ qT IR5f foq qq ftqR TOtq 3 ftrqrjTIR t : 

Cl);fte?| Tlflf qrf&rfuqqi <£qcf TIRnPlfftf <Pt TTiqRR qtqqr TTeF^If^Tf q> 

; | I 

^t ftjiT qqq farirt fTfr w} qT q#Rq qqRt qq qqq afR qrrq$t q^fcr qq trcq 

i ! j 

ftif^t tJ&TT I fTTqq W! qf qgiqT qqj ft^TT qi\ 3 R q dl-fcblTdl OTf^f qRcf 

t, qf i’+prf^KTcw t fartf 3nft qq> qfcRqqf q?t ferfrr q#f t i frffc foq 
m jg qq r fe q^t qqrq %qT qrpt qrat qqqqq TpsttqTq gqRqStftr m\ q^ftq <£ ftqqq 
qj| an^ 4 T^T wtr t i 


(it) q^rPra ^ ftfj qn^t ^ foq ft^qrqjq foq qq I f^ro^f sfR 

1 j ■ ' i 

arjFRTTet fup£ TR<W'?I ^ qqnqr uiT TfT t faTT qft f^isfq qj 'HTqrfuTqj WT 

Ttj ft^t qqf ir foq Ferrer qn ^fi t qT ctwr qra q qR^r qToft/srqfaf Tfqqqf, 

afR frft cRf ^ Tfqqqf srt qqnqT qq TfT t, yqq'iqtfi qft fqrfq qft firfet 
q era? qfq tot fteqff q> ftratq TT»ft qfcreqq, ft^qiqf ^t Ttrenq, qtet, 

Tjenr ^ qraq? artr q%qq ftqif ^ tstt £q>wqK, TRsqqt TT»ft qqqr q> 

s#fa> |wr, 3n«n<ftq Rifortfiq amft I i j 


(ijii) fijseft srt qq> srr tt& tsfI qft qfq q?t q^ t ftre^t qf qqpu qqT % qft 

Fh J MofV qq ^ qqqtq qi^ q®e^Tfq^f stk an^t qi^qui q>^ qiqff ^ ^ 

f^>iii Umi qi%q i Tjfcp fidcri ftnqqff qq qqqtq ^qq 'p'ict ^ f^rfeTj 
j iftrfi iitp 'H«H4»igeR q€t qnr qrrqr qrftij i 


(Jv) SFfjp ^ qsq 4 ^ qf ^tra ftqr ^iPtipsq* qjt, qjfciqq 

1 ^f%c| «rf&rqf qit qtR (ft) 4 qfcc t tect ftqj qtj ^ qqrq t qatT ^ trot qft 
wqqqqqrr t, q> feqTq. qrar? q 5 t qftqqt qr ftqr qqqr qrflq 11 






t; mn in —Tgprg 4] 




11 


(v) c£frtt TO ?? t k> ^ ai-TOT-TO* TO? ?I 3rof ?5t 'J«R> TO^C ?> 
TOW k TO? ?$f kWT v 3 TT TO t eft 4 #lfc ro tkq> kraffkr ? 3 f TOft 

I 

(vi) tfe? Jfcugr^ Freer (f<ilfcii! : ?M % ?¥ *jsn? f^rr kro 2k?> ?fk 4 ^<xK 
<& ftecrf Rmiicft 2kq> foir ?ihi ?Tf^j i 

(vii) 2 ?rorc, 2006 gjt crrorf? *rc foj ?tj ?#?t tftp an^rf ^ tojrtc 3 afk 
9 ?rorc, 2006 ?>t antfrfura *jto ts?> <?>fcm Rftiw ftarf&rat tot ff i >$l? 
3 *t feujp»wf pTHig'HR t :- 


I ircs+iw* afk to?> ?$) 3fk ftwfaftad %ait ^ totot tot- 

?>) <jkr aik ^k-3kr skrf fkt? £fk? kkm? ?> to>to ?> f?r? to?, to. 
cnfD|Rs*j<t> Tfki. k^Tir £kr cpf to? aik to? ?St xtf^r ^ ?tecr anfe ?5t 
«Wt *r snfikr ftro aro i ^ uro? faro tot anror aik ??% a?t 
■gftm TO? TO^ ?rk U frl ^Hf $ TOST 3 TO 3TO TOTO ?ft 50 TORf ?) TO 
TO?5 25 TOk TO? I 

(s) k?? ?t? ??t g t ^TO ?rkjkro ^ro ?)«TOTORf ?> wt 4 Trrof 

?> krafo? aft wm m?i& 16.12.2003 ?t ? ?>ro 1 ml, 2006 ?f #ft vknk> 
7 ?M, 2006 k Skq> totIto an<kr 3 arafae t 1 

(?) ^ror ?j3n? £kqr kkra?? ?> thiri? k 30 kroff ?t tor) aikra> to> wft 
aRqroff afk to to? fa tj?> tit ?f to? ?>( Tlfa? ?rk ftrorf ^r ^fi ??k fr 
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Rlff&fl ^ ^Tlftcll f^r SSfT^cfc 

fcflf 8TT l| 

i 

(q) cnPtfru* <te >H«H4>lte feR R^fte Sftq? artelf if ft ^ - r?3> 

atm# 3RR <fc aiette afR te ^>ft wtR°r <te ^ if 

w^rt ^ttfr £ - tif n(«y<ti aj^r tear if te sits^rs 

! 

£ftmt> vjqtei a>t fterfcr <fc te we aft t aft? ?*f ft ^a teft t 7iite ter 

I 

i 

«n|^T arjte «rgf tea aa tehr ter afR te-ter fHf tetf if aiteSt 3 rr irt 
tetij 1 

(®) %-ter teif <fc foPj tte arter teif ^ <mm arerte £ afR a? vtefy 
ter £1 1% teteter tetor r£ fte ganra te aiwu w tefr wt 

ter<n jfor tear tte arter ^ a£f ter aar £ afR ter 7 te, 2006 a> 
aqrtet^T aftea tte write ate if te te arfaR rraH ter #rr arte 1 


III tefrf 


a>t arR ^f 


flfgjft git aerar aar 


| : . 

(asj) 5 i| te tetter a®a<Frtef rfr fte £te tefaa 3 ^ rja> Tjsjpfj aanrcf aa 

an ^ jgterr wret aa te a^n arte 1 are: <te i (te> wa^te^ ^ 
tear clpR tet a>r tern te ante arsraa •aiai'cra <£ Rterf tr> anjHwafr 
frjiT artk ^ate ateT after te arrcate ter arr ater £ aT ^mr ter arr 
Titer I £1 

(73) £te arter te-tetea a> rrafara <fr f?R ter tsr afR ate <$> fte r£ 
Ftpif atcia 3 Rctt £ ?Tcte) asr ate? wra wiwi ft Ttet £ afR af 
teRFjft t 1 

( 4 r 3 R|£Tf^tete 8 Rrf<fcfcR aitecR ^331 ^ ter wj tetRrr ter t 
^ 3rf tec* te ci i hte^ fl»a»r$<7r £ te tete wtRr if 
RRTT «IT WIT t I 
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(g ) ami# gRR *r Ett mPt gt gmrg gt mfe? ft> gg tPm PwfPci gp 
Pw<t> Pfe gg gg gramf gm ^ram gt M iJPisiPi* gferaf gg wfrg gR mgraT 
t arogr tffe> gt wit 10% aipg> fern mT mggg t fisgm gmgg *praig P>m mr 
^gr mi 

(g) tffe> anfer ml 2004 g> ’p anfei t fferr gm mfegg t. mg Pi 4 *h g> 

aiemflg gf RT^jcTT t, vjfr ’Jcrasfra TO t TT»TRt (tffe* gt gtf) g> fcTCf gRT^fcT W 

sjfp? tt g> Pig ffetggR t7-PlPA|Plc1 ^TSeff ^ mmf 3 t I 


(g) gte?ff gg mPiP i I^ rt gRt grt wpf gt geflm sft % t^-gPr pgf gt gm t 
ifr - ijaRj tgm gt gfag Prafmr *R u-wiPci gpr sRr gt giPr gPife #g 
g#g 1 


in g)mg gw arrgm ggra gRt graft aim giPiffeg- wiw g> Pig 
PflwRg ggRf gft wsm g> mmf t graaffo mgg gft 50 t mergR 25 gR Pm 
mrar mPgi tPm gg Prtfg arm ft (3 Pram aiwg mw gft ftftg grp stemf P 
PmgR gft wp g; mgg ft) gwmaft/TraRftgft gm mPiPgg; gper mmagggg g> 
ftra few mflg, gftft mgg>Rw iw gffi 

3.2.4 nfegRu i ft g? ftra fern fe gteci mr ggra Ararat g> airaR m? ftffer mra 
grnft t, gggft groiT ft arm rnmnftr gg Prggfgjg m Prftg g> Pig gft^ we #m 
fern gftt t 1 anRgpg ffimim, €iftt ftgf gft mmm, mgrarg gft grar ml g|m 
gramra gg mgrar t, g>. amm gg P>g mPr gTp Prftgg gg g^if ^ gg4 fferg fe 

t* 

mm ^ mgrar t afe gg wra VPg gfi gt m^m 1 

3.2.5 mPfgRg ^ gm ggg m? ^ Pmg fern ftrwf g^ mwig t ml amraim. 
^teiPig? wmg gft M # an^ f Prggft ffefir feam gramrifeg fenarf ^ 
diP i ffe^ gtgg g>I aigm ^ aigma gt gWf ^ mgra tr mggft 1 1 mmf t, 
fefe ffera tffer m ffera ggg? ^ gtsm fe tPg> mmm ^ mgt P grg? mat ^ 
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f?R faar ana i ^?Rt atR sreajwRt a arcaarat, tfta Ttfan 

aiR Ff5Ht a>t ?fa»f faaT at? a? aW fa R 7TWFT «#ffay4> aRa ^ T# t cTSJT 
1 % £ftq> fofaaaa a> aiat 3 area aar attar atfa; i 


346 rnfawa aft a? aa t % Rif^d faa 7jiT cnfitfeH, <j>*m vmrn&r# at 
i^rtrr^r ^t a^ ftfaa an? aft ttfan mR stw arrf^ arret t aaT ar^c n ef f at 3Rr 
fa^gjt W 3fa a#f fRlT anffa FfacT anfa n? Taj? at W ft f»rea 

nrjta“3 m fan? fam arreft atfat i aaR asca^R ag t fa ntfaprnt ft aRnta at 
faj naf fatPjR fata fittm t faaff aarat, arcnaToft, ^taftra* RRnnf aft, fRr 
^tptTpflf|^r artfar Tnarfaa anf§fa atfaaf aft ’ffe<ra ^ f? at-Rr£, wg aret 
^Ipr 3|rfa ait ftftree rtfan ?i an? ■$ % ■$ a^f ??m trit t i ??fa aranar, 
^lj eianjrtt armreff at 3ft fat? ?5^ at gfat?faT a??jn?a5 reined faarftret WIT 
afR ar^ta? gjfar fair i snfawr aft a? we t fa msm aa 
afarfaja? ar-waicit aft ana arafa aft ?jfarr g§aT awtr a^t t, safari attara ft 
a^? arejia ft arenareit at ?i?am rearer fa? arfa aft anaaaarerT t i 
3 ) 2.7 )roft OTfawT anFraarerr rea^ re? ana arejaa at anare re? 2far ftfaaaa at 
UpftuH! R Tfcr at re? yr W Wt ^ faWT ^ WTcT ^faf t I 3F ^ 
jWtt gfar fa ^t.qigcT ?T qfrWR t aft afat r 4 <f> wifa ^ faq Mfaw 
^Tcff j^ Rind rift '?fl q># t, qrg % apfa r? ^ srrtft at afar ?sfa i> 

' I ) 

faq Tfqraft ?>r qrfafar^ eft?? a^rt 11 w Mr ^f ftetfaar wth, Tiwrfr 
ajRqrai^r, ettf^ar ^ aft? str w Ttar trsth, Ht^t ^arfa, afR srt 3nfa afR a? 
*5& ?j^t %. atfa 1 1 i i i^ i wl' ^ ^ttst faaR-faraf ^ aRT? we fan fa 
anerfEr ?rr a> atg^nr aiPifaia> yfrWRf aft aTsarrce? aft pjafa ^ fan 
fpFfa a€t faar arnr i, aa ^aat aw afR arw aft qafcfa aRt ft atfa areft 
<jhf^~ii^41f i> arwr awweat srn aifea a^t faaT aaT t i ■jrarft;^? srnswetf 

< i • j 

^t arRifarar qlcwfaf aft waaft sro Rpraar faq 4jft afR waft fafte? avfa ^ 
faq fagavr faq t 1 a? attt ^ t fa a? atFaiiR^f aa araa a^r 
tl : 







[b[m mH-jro*j4]. Y f Akyi(iyi()Am&m 


r ^25 


fl | S lT 8 ftfi»l g% < l l ' ( ^ >iw frpp Bi*$ W~m7 WV Tro’ryf ftffi i^w W-i ftp iftfcw 

i $; ^-r"c--:v f«5| (T^rr^tT# 

(i) tftq> fofftwd <fc y-ulviH g> forc ?rrftcT r for? ^nft m ^nf^ioT fft? ^ msf 




ff? % Tf7t% fif* W& TP' VptrY ]15 s;rg; yfijr; p^v^; •’ 

(ii) rjauft oqjir Tjftnr ftt ?nftra ft^vTftr 



E j jUS£iffj!SL' R 



IP- khm 

|jPPf5|GfflM| 

liflR 


K lift 1 gyL^ 


jjtari nv» *ij 




-Sfcffif P W I?# 

if IRT ^ff f^y%- 

ft«ra ♦wsigeR! ft? -R)Pgd ^>fr 3 


r 'Cf• rrKkPT ‘’.t- w'jsrjr r? ^ 


^?r «wr ^r ^ c i t r us wwrs^rt irt ^> 

I^WlNd <fJRfa>Hl el|fi>|Rxilct> eft furl'd W ^ <*>|4**tf ftt ^ 

TPeSTPo Tfers f-yfp jsjspp i~> ynW FTflT^ iFft fi'&Wp^W ?5Pft {BJSvWlF (xii 

f^T ^ <j>i4**if mw4)<i 3Ri*ii-ii ?icf ^tff t i m Mr if ciip)|(uii<p ^ftr 

ft jjspy 5p $W f (A W W# PTiSB- TcS fftfftrp my r'JTjJjt fftft T^TBTf f> flpj? 

'H®(r*i^«i<i w wsrt ftsfr g>r ^r <t>'i 4 *Hf ftt fttm^ siifJw 5 

9fy:f jsnv ft ftSrSTFTJX' ^fPjlB i>?F : i PSftfe- ^Pi'.^-YW TSJK'tltffjP ftl 'pi'- v 

«n# <£ 3 THIW WT ?t WRIT t | 3 TcT: 3 ITt?ff ftt d^Rld W ^ 


‘ H ! - {■' r-f-J ! ; “ S j V 


< ■ '’pHT TftTrrr 


^35nH m 

pdl?ftk 3P* v-i 


fft mft 


! % \ l > v 

W 6. Sc 


, t% P5F (¥ VTOv 


1 *|1] 

Egri 


gTiDK 

mnmrjiz} 

|K3 






h »M« iEEi^l 




’Ul^iT4|K|li!lKJj 






tvp'm cpy[$ 


ir, ^Ti 1 i<!gitJii| , J>1Bg»iilwri>»alMrf!‘' 


iW!fW5r:__.__ 

',■ '9 1 .< ii 1 fS'■.(«:;|[»^ 


iF<urr?Jr:7f* , ir?’^i| 


7^r;cHBt:aK'»i 


ii^^arvTgiKrSSii 


sSFwMpsi 
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(vi) fttft ’ftaanifstfaftTOifFaifft m flftf t i tojjt ata^j yy ai* * 
aitf 41 <r a^t aR wt aft gaifoy to# totot ^aar TOT atad r a# aif?r vfwr aft 
wvsw+di ft vianft t i 


(yii) pjg at tot # ?te?r ft?ta tot vt a# ait vram aft a n a^ m a#f t i 

it v# mrosrgav t aik aft to# ^i«i a i awwt aa yfftr ■H4>ci Ti#t gtsir § ?ff 

af# a>jaft ^'HR TOftr a? to*it t i 

(ifiii) j wn <4 # »ft ag TTOira ftar ft aft a |0 ^f&mf | «ft #naif ag 

^ftpr aiftfta* atgy $ fay a#t aR# # to# yiwT to ftTir.ftR ! ai fom 
#j th yjsna air aftmv ^ ftcpr ^jtft f?kr ag ftm? toto #}ttt ft ftfte 
v^na 5 H[ayftroRffagatftftia> aiigyaRygrtary^fi 1 

(ifc) aiii>|fttl<b TfaeT TOraTgTRf gRT ^gcTR ft 3 TOR gg TOftT gR# glcft STRsHT 

3 ak if,yyfftT #fft aiftai if tft yftaifa yg ypy ftrjT trt ftyft ag TOC gt 

vft ft aiftfty* #aoi TORggav arftiyw ^gR aRkev/yTRaait ^ tot aRR 

! 

afrar# i 

3 .j 2.8 ^m 4 «W aft «TOT if TOR* §q Tfg ffRTO ftm TOT ft cnfa | ftti 4 > ftloT 
'dj»H(bli«K aft xjq> <Mr gfft ftraif 3 TOR 3fk TORT TOR aft ^fcft at gfteT, 

tfear ftror sift 3 rt gteR, toto aik aRt a i ftftich aftror, bfr anam afk 
apr uaror gRi# t tot ftrftf so ar arfty? auk t, airftcr ftft|i ga vgjg # 
ap if tka> array# aRR # ai^ro gtar i ga ftPgci kft k aift at aro to# 

aijkrftft aftwraf at foR vfftT ag totr gf#, aft 26.12.2003 aft ftrora aft 1 TOift, 

; 1 

aftf ^ftat ^ a i f»> i fttia» ^aar <i*tia»iga'it $> fta aftro TJjga yftai % ftata 

TORtg |xr aarfta ftrgft ^ fp tfta ana# aRR a> ai^ro gtaT 1 

34.10 ifi fta > R»i % gftaff an a ftP i fta a^ft aief tos ^ TOita av iff! ftro ftar t 

I ! • . 

ft a| ftaaff aft ya> a^r ^raar, ait aiftaft tot yt -^r aiftf^ r a> ^ropigrft 
M at aroft 31ft f, ftraaa ana#.aRR srt aiamka ftft anar % aa 








m\ zmrnn __ zf 

. ^ - v 5 ~ • .' — m _. * 1 111 "" 

uroir-atw *fa tMi* trfa ftw tot ffa n*$ fa*faf fa TO? fa anf# fa fa 

TOfa wTfferj fa ffa fap fafa fa ffaq. bp; fa apjBR ?|B ^ fa arofa? faro i 

TOTf if; apjfasr if w ffaln fam ffa tffarr yu-wR* tor fa arofa? fam ?faj to 
fafa fa appfn arpt ?rfa ?#rffaq> faro B <m»t>ig¥fa fa ai-RT-TOfa faro to faro? 

fa*TT TOT fro *PJ|y fa *JBT TO fa^TO facfaft fa 3TO^T fafa fafTT ffa fan fafa 

fa topt Mt if ?rfa m l fa f faro faro TOnrogrof fa ffaq bp; fami ?? 
TOtrerr tfa<w4 t <pffffa ptRJpt tffap fat q K’Wffo tor fa anro to f^rf&trr faffa 

alk ftBBI TO TOTt? TO^ fa ffaq TO TO fa?B -HTOTOgTO fa fcPJ 

TOPftfat TO fa 5WPf 11 ffafat fa?-faB fat if TOffacT TOTO3TT fa fa? TO 3P5R 
TOPTT BPTT TOffa TOT <*>«lcl BRTTOgTO, el rid TO 3PPTT fa? ?Pn I ’jfacff 

TOfa if, to? ^ n£f fafat tot to ffaR?? TOicft fa ami? if wtttot fa fagie 

fat Bfaft TOrffa TOPTTOcff fa PPlfa if, fasfat fa TOpt TTT?fa fa TO? fa cfafa? 
faRT ^TOT faT? !?t?T I 

3 .a.ii ifafa to facrffaffac? ?>fa ?rfa ffararo fa to?pt to fa fa wrnifa 
fa ?4 fa affa? afa f, fa ffaT TOBtT fa t ffa sTTTORTO PTOlfa farfa ipsj TOlfa 

is ffaq anqfa ?RR fa qpf TO faf? fait I fafaTOR TO PPPTT t ffa WT? fa ffaj 
TOTOT TO fa fa qiffafv&TO BPTTOTiaTf fa fa TOTfacT TOfa fa ffa WTSTO^faf fa 
TOT TOIRTOPT TOfat fa ffalfcT 3 fat I TOlfit, fafaRR ^ifa ffaifa ^ faT 
faTO fa fat 11 ffafaj, fa^lTOR TO3 fa pfaf fa faqn? fa Eqptfa?> fat?T 

afR an????? ^ap fa qr^r fq f?3? fa arraR arfa ffaf? fa fate? ?fap i 
fat tor, fat *fa Bwnj fafa.fa ffa arfat ?rr fa ferq farfacr ?5fa 'fa «pt?p fa 
fafa if topt fa ark ??fa w ?r? if btpt to btott t afk an??TO fro fa 

TO?pff fa fa fatro fa TO BTOft tl mfSTTOR ijofa if fa faRT TOfa fa 

t?k ^Barrel if prkro 3 tt?r to sraarofa fa qikfasro faro btoto^to fa ffaq 
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F*# c#p $ ^ ^F.araRl ^ ; cf) 5 ?HT^T^FT 5 ' 5 TWpfW=tTFfriJ^fc 


S>. ? 5 . p;;H .p-fot % ifcfo F# ?pj tfe? 7 $t?pr tFTIv 

bbp 'Ft$ <#f n% ^ F IS&JFS j* 
FFF^F IFtFfc #fp PF& tfelS #rfe 


?^I ^ITI 


3-2-|2 ftfef Wio-'il -aixi. -^SHJ ^PvfsSf^ i ^ C^S 5 

310.91 Slfcl «t« : VJRSIX .$1 f?J 

5 ^ # fmw ^ ^ .{tfttp. 3 RBT 1 - nfaRft ^ ^ 4 'i 

cim fiFi!«a?i' ^ g]^ #.,^<Tpr f^raffer-rgr^^-g^iT ^r ^Fra^f-^ 5 # 
^i :ftn^ |i w^^t-sto U'Siifiti 

^TiPracTfr w&s $Rft ^ ^-wtmt $ m-zm^ 

^tdj^d ijR ^ fcl? W;tl 3HEra ^ •# #Rl W^.:itT^a.;^ 

trftprm m m?<$5£h umpft aft? mmm &fcafaw 

^rrtpn i si$r. 2006 3 wft f^ir trjt wref-’ra afr tj^ f^g§ 

ftftmf No if 

wf Tpj fm& ^ U.M Wt% %&iffl fc # #1 

teftmn # siteR sfa $ 3 ?#r qTptt ^Tfl^ ^ I srtftt, *r?! ftPif^ ^ 

rP hm =sr £ tffieu^^^si ; % ffpk w tosk-fty^ forae pi# 

^ p fm an ft w ffw fmwr # w wr c& cnmft*i<B wrwarr w ^or 

gRtn tf#?*o »tpf itwFW 3 rrt%^%^fp Mfa 


U • 


! T ^ T - £ tr^r^yi ffc i>V^.'FF T'pT?T^FTBTFF IS*W 

3.2; 13 fteef FFTFFt sTRT FFFF FFT 3RF F^T FF t fF FF7 FFT tRh^-FF FTT& 

i }Bpv7;p f=G KloFF r T ?Frg- :-;; :>"^ W$ .FBTB^ if jjf^F ^ ^ 


p | ' f-P- 7 -' frt ? FJopTy r ■’!■■ ! : -i-;g 'P -> : ^ FbPr^ I 5 H 5 B 

fem 7^ 'ijr fcTOTTF wm-FF W\ uTRT FF FTTP ! ^T TO FF tmFK^ 

^ itirm ftf%t ^cr ^ w%a #f 

^ ;FP ^v^'^cTT ^-FFT f^F tj p 3 W,,,.^li ; . : 

11 (4) ^?T 3 nF^T^KTT 3 ff eJTIF ^f B^rT Wl®cr»( u l % 3TTct?T FF 

; ; ".. . I p^rx 5 p;; rpT % ■•'■^"- ^^VW- f rrp-r ;V r P F FFF' 

y^TTcf FF rP^ t FFFRFF ^F 3TW FRF FF FF> 

3 ftF f^FT'BJiF if # | ^e’FT 3 ^ #K 5 Ft Fft^ % ^Tf FIWM 


T?TydVy Tola;i» *{'• 


’; T-synsr, ••p >?? vt?tt>. w$W F f>r<£&r$ ;xF1 


>i 


t ♦» 


i 

















gfr nW TO ^ 9 <^< 4 W>l,f 2 D 0 ei^f^tHJd | ftp ^PT S< 5 S 

Wff t ft T Pfi fr «rrfR J TTW F^ # ypffcpRSF T5ln« 

<j>is5h%> tpib nw iFjf e i<p #ip fiw ]rft Tsrg »^!5sw ??p^ mew 

&8 #fjra% S ft BFTF & foiFPIW 

t53f5 & !% PTP^t <#t ffv ,(t TBTFF i'pcpl pj$t & ITjpfWW foTop TWTl^W ml wfj) 


®. 3 aiTd 



ftmq q> ^ mg mr*Ft q?t *r q?cf) qftr mm 

qft |3tr 11 cffstTfPr. g? gte ten w ft? cgm ifmH 3 ?ro m ftrq m? ?tectf q> 



^ «jfto*io mf ^ 


qgjqw gq % 



gfgm mt gmgT ti 
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3.12 fjtj n<? if it na> ^jsna at ar afl aiftifia* tftfc al wnw 
^ToT ^ ftR TOnT t, at 6 faiTO; ^ TO# if alfafta*-£fta> 

#JWU||^S|H WW5^ fTO fal nil ai# 2fia> fr 3 f!f TO 3Fa <j | p> [ fia<fr 

njmiap # to# # 2 to #tt arftn | na> aw prja a? f % | ^gtRt» i# 

(vSjfll fife flWK u l #a# TOflaar # tof^ faaT vfRU t), aft font ff# # tteoff 

# nada «ff. ap# arena mro amj ato f*r areiift* an# 3 f*nf afa wfir # 
figure y fan TOia'i(#ci f#ar an ainnn f i ftew afro# ?ra >in?i»M a>anfr to 
ajfn aj a? ate fiTO nil team?, 2003 4 tefiR tes#f afajteteR wte 
naj a^sjl ate teasr #n a* a teas m$ aranra # afat fter aft aftar 3 *ft 
^‘fe'hMdj att t| 


3.2j.3 $t aifiltena* #aa 'H«H<blsj4'(l # fa 1m #a?T Sffttga ¥t |piTO an at 

t ^ fanan «n4<t>i«# <t are? at| fafan asata aff t, <t fan aaffaa nfa ant 
#i?fai t ntenn ante ai# apra arcr an fan an i i wte anm t fa aptef at 
afar at t aft? t# anfaf ntf armt ann fiar aft? artea? an^ffi i gte ! i# te nan t nr 
?njte #, # fan tfanr w plflifeiw an apw ate#r tar an afaar ti arw, 
nrl^R 1 1 # n«t fa rfte annat ann na an fifaa faar 1 1 i 


3.3(4 at unfar ffanr to t fa %-faat fafa t tfa tufafaw. faan fttrftmfa fa 
t jtear oara fat a^ t, fat fan faro apren artln 1: eteeff al |fii%r *4t ^ 
at? an^f t. a? #n 2 e. 12.2003 al fiwmw ^ till ppl ^ftne tfin fll ^ 
<n(j>ifia<?> ^aai TTOintft toto ^■Hwwsa^ ^ awia ^tj^r ^N? to 
1# fljnaf al apia tfifti at aflwvMt4i fro If tim. 

’j^aafi ar$fia ^ aisa aaia ml w al4 tlain afl ^ I 
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CMTn111— 7 §prg 4 ] ___ : 3 ftiran?t 

^ . Tjftftrer i 

.••• = *’ «+,- A : ' ‘ 

t 

gfcft 4 qrtfrferar aforemtaff # fere »reit<n tfos #ntaR am&T 
*re gra fcmftnY ur hr 


fe«if*r*ii ^jfrs’lc-svV 


m 

>'v ' 


1. 

R&RT RJRjRrR^RT TIT. fcf. (Rtfcm) 


2. 

feT. 

IBI 

3. 

RPft Steefl feT. (\i|<fl) 


4. 

SfeoT wz ^EfT) 

[R^w^aiWj (SSR^r?#)] 


5. 

Steel R'HlRH^H 3 fN> ffoin (RRROT#) 


6. 

f&KMfl srr. for. (*te) 


Hi 

?SR W. feT. («R) 


8. 

#RT#JR HftR^R ?f%RT RT.foT. ^RTtflrjR) 


9. 

RteeT RR STglfrlH lit. feT. 


10. 

vjft tA'i fot (vjft) 



q««ref fen? ^n»g 

2. WR 3TT^H 3, 2 HT HR ^5 (R) cRJT HH^f RrafiRT 

vjir'D cTSTT ^3HR> HR tR R 5 # ft*R \3R (g) cf«JT R^Rt HHfiRT 

srfcTWlfild R?T HRfft; 

"(h) 'rrr' ^ arftrRr t Rsrr nffaert: 

(i) HHT HTRRH RfcTcT 3T?l<<ldl3Tf rRTT cIlf&lluAlcfr ^eTeT 3RKTRT3#, (ii) 
3 RPlR'C R>l wtetfl'f, ^ fcRJ 26 f^R«R, 2003 R>l VltlfcW 
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>[fngr4HtH^c.j4] 


3 RR $ 


WWIfRI c£Fft W ^ 


T'T|.> 

f%5Tcr *^f* ^ ^?r sTrf^T ^t 3rsjrr <j> foi? ft*? 

v n, JW Tip fKT<%'r^+ jpTp yp 

«ir Rifei? i -----— 


(ii) t)td) mr M 

■!' Rg|R ^t£eT, *rteet, RRR rrffT ^ftp# 3TR WM, ^fT afctfiH 

J 1 

! -|? #3R ^TcRT 3RT ^ ft rRT ftRRf 50 3TSRT 3#cp *FT> ; if, ft 

(i) ft Sts^Tt^ 

) "s' 

feftl w I ~~ T 

.; i j 

wjrR aiftfrift, 3 ^t ( 4 - _ art£i 7 ftv (ft) ftftiftsftlifeft ft 

j 

TfftftftftsPa W>5 (2p) ?RTT ^?R? RRfferf 

j j 

f^Pi If | (p\f^P]f) 

\p) ^ppfcr'S'"wi 3 ii 

m M ^ FfecTf, W$ 

fr/? cf^TT 'sj'fll 


wrtRT, vjfH mm 


fcft fp 


W y H Jl 


i-^-, 

t> tn&l 


|fe ; o 1 ?r| 




fcf\T?f ?fo. fte 


^FT 3, f^RFT 3 (*T) cOT 


2«'f3j^: ^W^If^i^TWPV PF F‘T-T WU 9V FTPF m' [FT? fr'PTFP pT5§ 

tq^t^T i: viLRfctd ^g 3 (cp) . 

c||(^Tf^cFj <p6|d «pcfeT 3 ffP^cF/FF^t RFPiH 

^JjTcTFT ^TT, ^T STW^T ^**<4 f^rt^ ! " 


4 ) y^ffR^' 

vfi-TjfcilTlPFP) TPF& cPlPTi^lii' IFF fe-TFIpwro TFIS# TPVTT3TFF TFFF (i) 


fit a fnfe eoos .yppy^f as ^ & y^grfe . £ 
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(iii) ftad affats? 

(iv) qiP|fut|<?) ftqol 

Wafta^'l 2 : OT^cM Tftng 3 (g) aft? (a) ft yftdat ft foTJ, aifT aagaa ft, 
yiRlI^I* ftsfeT ?T5fI3JT5«Rt ft fWT aft ft?TTa 3 ftft ft fcl? yRafifa fftaT 
«nwi 

ysna anftar ft, fem Tauf 3 mT ^?rft ?iaffta afftfeft aft f^ror anaar 1 

arer femftim 

1. y^nffta ffta> anftar ft 2 t%?n?r aft? 1 ftrara fteftt aft ^en naia aft at 
ti w ftftTcr wt aa tf^a? isoo ?>. ft eooo ?>. atcrffta t 1 atfthH aft ?ri ft 2 

fftcTT?T 3ft? 1 fftaTCT ffecft aft'ftt, 5 RtfRI, 4 fftclKI 3ft? 3 fftcTT?T ftCd ft ^5? ft 
feTcn arpa arft? 3 ft? ftaftf ft ftfftp mgft fi?r 3 mm ft ^hI?i -ft airai? a? 
fftaffftr f%tj ufTft rrrflat atftra ft af ftt a>fT t fft 3nwdf an nfft fts 

ynT? 750 ?5. ft 6000 ?>. uR|Rh 11 3T7T: atftm aft ?TO t fft ?a5 ftft aftt 3t«t1ld, 

fftaft am 30 ft aqi^T ftg ft 33 ft ft ffecft aft ftftt ft fraT anar arft? 1 -n?a>ift, 
snftaaanft ararar ^^fftfftftfcrftl ft acwatdi a? ■git s<t?i PtalRa a? aarfftr aft an? 1 
(aiaw it?t af'WcfwT ft fte ant ?ftpn fft? t y?aj ??t ?n? ft ?{otpt n#f fftft aft 
ti) (ftftjft) : ’"v;^ . 

2 . aftfa^ fftangd ??tt ti asrdft, afft w? ft 25 anrft ft oiffta? ft ?rft 
fteaft/cfrftf a? IftaT? fftar anar aTft?i a?aTfftr aai? ?n??i3ft/?d?ft3rr asn 
ci if&T fft m v ?eTraaT3ft ft fta a??a? fftfftn fft? anft ajft? ?raT arean?e? ft ?uai 
?ftft atii fftftt ftt yan? aft aiRiRaai ?erraaT ft fft? tri? ftaai. ftfft ftaT 
srfftfftaa ft 3?ft?a an> aftrara wwt ansar ftad sftate? ftai arft?, mi a? 
stifcpi’W? ft am? ?ftft atf ffnT anft? 1 (antaafttaar) 

3678GI/?006—5 : w- ••. r- :;c . . ,.,... 
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3 . RTfa ft 'Hftt*! "qmieiR ft 3 R£?r TOt \rl 4 l FtcTTO fft. TOT 4 >P' 1 I F ft) 

fl^TOt ftTggra?T^Rf ftl'fftfftTO ftfftft ft ftfttTOTOT TOT ^§M RF! ftTT RiflRi 

^ft j s r ft ft ffifftfl ft to?! to»rtot?to rrtr t totF fttF to«htot?to srftt F rt Rftra i 
cpttWT jroft ftt ftrF ftt torto ftroRTro totor rirt unw ftft Froft rttot ft ftfftRR 
ft ^RJtdfe 14, 19 #? 3RJ#TO 301/305 ft TOTftft TOT v^erHtH Ftftri aTO fo ro ftt 

enm ft ftsft iq i&t ftr TOftt ftt top M tot tot RTfFq 1 (ftft) 

4 . I ftEfTO^aRTO ( 5 TO*JsRTF) ft TOFT $ ftf JT? ft RF TO RFf fftRT F fft TOR 
FfftTO ft j jTPFTOTTOTft ffTCT RTRT TOR TOfftR I FS FJ 5 TO ftt TOTffteT F 1 JR? ft IT? TOTO RFt 

fftjro F fft tor fr TOfftfftiro r tot to tf toI eft fttroro ftror ftfaftrorf aierro TOrerorreft, 

ftft fftjRRft 5TO 2004 ft RTR ftt TOT RFt F, ft TOW TOTOR TORRT R#t[ I ?tF ft 
fftftTOT 1^5RT F fft Ffcftf ftt 'fttftt rF ftftt' ft TOTffteT R fftRT TOTR’ 3fr? fft TOTOR 
fttj TOfftjpff TO lft?r TOR F1 RF ftTORTOjft F1 ’jft ft?T ft tftftt rF ftftt ft cTTOTR 850 
Ft^oT 4 F 3fft \3*F TOfftiJEHT ftt RftfSt ft TtrfftcT R TOTRT TOjfftfr, 3TTOR1R TOR 
ftftTOT ^PTOIT $ I 3RT: RF TCI ft RFf TOlcR F fft FlReff ftt Bftft ftF M ftt F*T 
ftt TOTORT ft fftr> 5ft ft Raft ftn? Ffftp ftsjfftcl TOTOt ft RTOTft aft TOTOR ftt 
ITfjtTOft TO ftlFTO TOff *pRI RFft TOfRft—TOR ft ftTOT TO^TTR fftRT RRt RT, TOfftftRRffl 
ftljr ftflror RRft ft rtotr giro top ftm tftft fftftftR fftRT ftrr totort rt ftr 

TO^rftRF TCTOPTFTOt 3TTO fR TORR iJRRTa ^ ^ ft! 10% TORTO Ft 

41 fttftf ^ ftWITOR3ft TOT ftwfTOT TOftt RTOT RF RRT HRRift 3Tft .fft «T|cT 
ft !3R?T jTOftlftRTO WTORfTO ftft 1ft aHTORTO, TOftfftTO, TOtftfftjTO TOTRfcTO, 

TOTRftft iftt^ ftcft ftwfalTO ftWTR, UTO 3Rf^ ftt RTRTOJ ftFTO ^H^TO I gTO ft 

TOR ft TORT TOR I, TOftft tfftp ft TOJtTOR ft fftR RTO 1TO 850 ftT3R ftT Ft 
TO l fe ' ltftlft ffWTO T FRH ftftt ft TCT TOR 11 TOTTO53RR? (^TOJ3Tft) ?TO TOR TO TOT 
ftftT tR^RT t fft FtRcT FraTO 'I' ^eft FTR RTOR ftt TOT TrFt ftTO ft fttTO TOTfttTOR t R 
1ft! TOf^ftTTO TO4RTOTFTO vftFR 1ft jft ITOT ftftRfftcT fftRT TOT ^ t \ fttTO WTlTOn 
ft TOR 4 ftr, RTTOTR ft, RTO Mr TOR tlftp IftroffftcT TOTOT R#R, ftRT fft Iftftt 
RTOK/ftro ft sftro WftTOR FTR RTOTtR IftR TOlft ft RIRft ft fftRT TOIRT 11 
TOTTO^anroj (^TO^snF) RF ftt TOR5T RFt 3R '?FT F fft FR RTOR ft MtTOTO ft fftR 
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Sit Tift so m ayfftu TRft cf?r arft>?r ftft inft fan i ftftTtR ft fru ft £i^ % 

wtFT ft tor ft amsiR <r wfpRTT 7ft M fftftfftr TiRft aran- tffty> fftqfftw 

fftR 11 sll^cbl'W.'ii *R eFTR *R Hfftftfi R ft?-ft*T &5T ft ftt^ M #TT 

Rffft WltRT ft tTRT ^*!TC R «IR R!ft ftt Tft^ fftijcF ^ f | ft fRS 
ayflRjRTaff 7ft arrft wfi rr ftf ft Rsifttn H ^cicf q "ti Ri cR ft 19 ayn^, 2006 

ft an^y ft inftt twr RTyf tr RcR fftrn ti ot ftt ftt ^?t ■tot t. vftt 

ftrgft f!? OsR^gyft) tr ^§rycy t % (i) 7 ft irfcr yjfcRT? 4 ?>. 

7 ft ^ ayfSr^RT TiRft rnftrj aft? ftw ftt tpst w t. aftF wrFwiarf ft 

ten? 10 % tge ft aTFfr ti#^ 1 (ii) sft 7 ft m ftt ayfgRjj%icT ^rt % tjtrt 

ftftp ft R^RR? eTRT RIT fftR ?R cftifRl-je ?JR5 ftt RffteT f | (iii) ftt 71? 

ftt ayf^rgfltcy ^rt ^nflx? % rfrt t^ ^fran^R w Ttr fti ffti fr 7 ft 

7j? rttrt ?tftt % ft rR 5R TfRer ayfafer ayayc? arecR'iea ft rst <irr <ift | (iv) 

Tift RsfljRSsN gRI ftTfT tr rmR cPRT 7R? 7|R ftr? 73R ft ftftt fMft 3 

sll'Sjtfil'fcR 3HI4R4) oTT*T ^T trtr fftcR ftFIR RR?R?7R cisn cnf&lftTRS 

'He*ysR$<R ftft <ft fftft^ Rft ft Tyra ?Tft i ^tftr ft fftR ftft r> anriRttri -«n?7f> 

30 fftr ft RTTfT ft foR ft?FT ft 7IRR tRc? t 31817? Tift TR5 ?ftcT eft ^ 30 fftl 

ft 7HJRT ft feR 7TR ft?IT ^ eft RF 311^41 fei* 3I1EIR TR ftfe qft ^ tfRI t Tfftfft 

wtr/^th tr ftdegd ft sftfaTH Tyft fftrir TmnT 11 [^R?anR (STcrjan^)] 

5. 51 ^: ft 1^1 WR 7R fteiR Tift fftqi Rl aicR-aicR ciiftdft 3RRT 

SlftrfTi'f ftt ftft ft ftR RIFT ^RRIR ft^T ft ftR 3rcR-3TcR ^ft ftt 3IT7R7R5cIT 

t afft ftR fft ^R T^gT w t vjyft aycR-aicR fti ftftfftr ftt Rft t ^?f 
mftTfRR 7 ft ?Trft efift ft 1 (tt? 5 ft ayftftm ftt eirt 11 ( 2 ) w 

4l'taft<p T=IFRI t, 9.10.2006 ft '3RcFt 'TllilldiJ ft tftftl ft ?^I efTcT ftt Tjgft ft ft 
FFTT W f ftj ftftn ft? ^Rft ^5T <Rft ^R RT 11 ?TT anft?I ft 3tTft tj^ ft 
ar^fftftd t fft HHftii 51 ^ tftR ffterfftci Rft tr <T>rft drift anfftr r rR^tih 

ryft ^TJ ft Tfft TI ft I Tjf rjcftraftm f fft TiiftifftR? ftftp ft ftftftci ft 

ftTjfftcT TRTTRt-TRr ft 3TcR-3IcR ftf&ftf ft srfftlft ft ftR 3RR ftft Rift ^t 
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31 IcHRlcftdf qTqfafrrfaqfafaqftsffa 5J4d % f^^oTcTT—vgoTcTT ^ 414 g^4T 4? 

?ti 4< qfa <Pf 4iffafa445 uq'Mfa fa foTj £ffaq5 ffafaftd Wtt Miff? 4T faff 
fatffc qitfaq M^e fa id 44 firare 454fa fa ten? *m 1 1 3rt: spjfasi I fa sif 

4?i fa? faiqfa-44 4 qRfase zrt&f* W 4444 ffafafa 44 qgfaii faffi?i infa 

aifaffar jsraq’-srcFr fafafai fa fan? erdd-stctq tffa ffaerfftd 454fa qfa 3ii 4344541 

fa unifa fa 51 i qfa ffaffafa ffarnfa fa -ant® tfftprffafa fa fararc qtfqfa mfaj 3 #? 

faqfa 5?4?3llf/4431141? 5g5e?J3llf 451 3Tlfafalfa 454fa 4fa>fa4 dft 11 Vs? fad ffafa 

; i ■ , * 

4TPf 4lfi|>,; 141 5jfa 454T4d qfa 4p5i31RT 4fa?31Tf sft4T qfa M ?Jt qfaffa 4l<j!45|4fafa fat 

qqffa dfallfal 44 f!4R 454fa fa fan? dfaJSTlf 4 * 414441 44 4414 lljelfa 41 34fa?4 

fa flR14)ili'.41 ^141 4414 44 lfa qfa fafa 31441 ^ 44 4 ft fa | 4421 fa, dfa qfapjrq 

4>lfal 4 EFfat fa 44 4fa fal 5^ fa<3?t f4 4? 3 imrf fat 414 f fa 5lf fa41 

qqik ?4f Ifaeqnf 44 4f41 fa 41®H451f44t fat 141 fafat (fa g?s4cT: 3 facf141 fa fafa 

fat facfa t) qfa 3Ilfa fafa5 fa 4J4CT 44H 45lfa fa 3449fat5?4 fat f| 411451444 

34llt fa-llfad faed fa faJ>lftt45R 444ct f 3ft4 facfa-Stcfa ffafa fa 41414 441dcl 44 

QHlfa 4lif4I4 q54fa fa 3lfad fat f I 4ffafad 4144 gqd 514114 fa 3lfadfaf fa 

3ffafa Tl fa 41d 4>ft 441 4lfafa445 4fatT4413ff fa 4421 faTOfa fafaltq fa 4fn?4TI 

M'i 5?4>' <ft41 fad fa <T,d fadel 41^4 fa feldT fa 315t4-3!el4 fadfa fa faraflfat 

ffatfftd i454fa fa 4555 HH4 U 1 f 4fa fa-fad fad fa fafa qfaf falfaqfal ffadffad 4fa 
] I 0 -.I-.: ■.", >;j t- 

ffa>? 4fa tl 4414fa Mlfa-41 fa fat414 4ffa fa 4¥ STjfad ffadl 441 | Ifa 51^4514414. 

3IH4 -3M4 fatd fa fa411 PlfaRd 45fa fa 4I4fa 5i fat HHdfaf 451 41e14 dfa 

45fa f 1 41444 ^ 3 ffat141 41 44lfa fafa fafal fa fadfa fa 4141 fafacfald: 3144T 

faf 4 W 3 d4454d t 3fa % d4 44 4lfa 4fa[ 45fa f I faft 4f42fT441|fa fa 41444 if 

454 44t; fa fal4541 fa 5fHfa 4lffa? gfht -gfa fafafa fa d^gfl fa ffafl 3lfa 4414 fa 

4>pt if cRl <t fa fcTT 4124 4fa ffa41 4441 4lff^ | STFl 4? fa 4tg4141 41141 t ffa 

4fa 1.10.2004 fa fafa5441 fa 4T54Mf4fa fa 4ffa fafa fa feRJ ffa41 4114 eft 

54ffa ijjr 5474 Wtm I Tdl ?41 424 fa fafaf FfaT ffa 26.12.2003 fa fa 141 fafa fa 

41 <*44)1144, ffafa 314 (falfadfacf 4 4)fa fa fad fa 541 4ft t, 4lfa 3d4 faffafa fa 

45lfa 44741 •gdclTd 454 4# fa I £pt4MR fa 4fa fa facj^ 424 4lffafa445 5HefTshfl44t' 





n 


[hr in— tstr?4] / vMm w: r./::.; 


qt ^f%cp 4 qtt^ 3HR W t i ?if % M<#4 c %frsff # *tm# *t 3^-3^ ^ q> 
ci|#c4f £ felt? SRW-Slcnt sn^TcRTT q^TTWlSt tip TOR; I«a<# fsflj 

q? qqtqT qiorj’f t f% siwchfRd'i ^'qrwitiq yq>H q? ^ 

cPRUT SF!^: 3fr^ # 3TTt?^cTT f | £lf qft ?*f W ; tft Qj;m m 

frqrt /p^/qv -5^q it wjt fMrr wt^r ^ qftmfq qi fir? ^dq 
.qFirdq q^ afr, cfr m 4 tTc ^ m<m stftpft q> fin? qfr^ 4t tfcq ftqffar q wt m 
ftqqq w %cptft sfr i qfr qff. q#err atfSRjftRtsfr #t?t. 

qrq^fq qqqqq -qi^c-w q> qqsr im# <fii4fli^ qq ^sq q>q 4ch qrfafrqq? 
3ra<idi W'iifNiqi qff qtfit%4## : 3fl%?ip5ir qff t, qtfrfo ??r qiq^ qsr f% w 
ifeeT -OT^mvIT t «STcTT 3t>|<ldl, 3ffT^5 q$T, qq fHq v^d*) ^l?ll<H«J gT<T 
f4rm qq tit ti qrw qqr qrc q^r wnqidi q?w qnw.-qt W; qmot 4 t 
2003/2004 qft qr#rcp arfarjqqT qt sfapfcr qnfoor it qmpt crm qqqf fiiq qq> 
^Tcp *r4t qq m £f qfi #it ^fe# g»B4>m€ q>r i qq;qif wgqcnq qqft 
qff cr qt at qfr ^ sjt^^qftcRTtsfr WR! ^^TtrnT ?ff r ^n?t era? # 

2003/2004 * step# gTrn?rqTq qft qq tit qi tri^ writmaif ir ^ 3#g> 4ti 

#r •Ep'nf qqqq qff t % ft ^if qft iftiiiRw qif $ wf 4 q# qrqT ^tt wn i 


q? 4t •3c^g' 1%qr qftcTT h t W-qq Trtq f# ; tjfq'W^ ajqWT STqtfq 4 
qff t; -&i qft «q.i4q*df qf ; : tr? anftm wn ^ 4;«3qq> ;imr 

qrf&qrd' Ptoedq qsqer 3frqfe? £ Riqqa *r s^ri 

3rq qi: 3T^|q fsfcqr onefT t % xq? rW ^ viV^d TWrq fiff3rf- (Bfli.qra.t 


qrq%i 51 ^ ^ qwer 9 . 11.2008 it # 4cf5> 


*Wfei4?iqq ftrarTrqff %qftp^n 


qnq/qmr 
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pit afcjpfcij pptp pr ^ft xnf^ 131 3rrp, 2006 p> SRpj pit 

W&\ cwrj ^TTETPr 0 ! ^PeT 3Hf1PRH3Tf pit Ptft ^Peff P> •HWM ^3[RtJt 

P^t P> ft# ■&$ PP gsp v3<^¥P PPPtPPT3Tt P> fM P?t PSTT P5PPT SJT | 3RT: 
PIP# ft# PP WTtPPT ffp aidP l fgcl pff t, l$PT sfrpf 3 P lftl fcUP) pipe! 

sRiPtait prrpm piper srpipraisfr p> piptp xjp> ^t ppp pp prpf pfr ftd 515 p> 

fePJ |pitf teftftRP 3TBPJT TpreTR ftaHH Piff 11 3IcT: ft5 f ffrapft?T P$t t fo £lf 
pit P^PT Sffp> 3TT^?T P> WIST PlRlRpP? Pipe! SRIPlPTaTt PP PIT^ pfti gRf prffi? I 
26.12j.2003 pit STPfa P> TOTef SRtpj H-HUpif f PT ft 3Plf ’jpqf f PR ft f 

srareff prmvpp? pwmpraff p?r pf ftfapf PiTffor pr oft 11 m- psr argpter prpt 
. t ffj ^jc4 pp fterc pr^ pit cpfop. pit i prf, 2006 p> p>p 3 fcraT xsrrfrT p#p #pt 

1% ^tf P> 7 Plf, 2006 P> 3TTfPT f PwKP fopi PPT 11 (fte) 


7. ; PCTf 5RT PPlf pf fferff PS t ffRtt ft stft pit ffRft ft c||fTJ|R^jcb 

i 1 i 

pptpIpt p> fop ijpp RPi-m-h foePgR ft pft ftf prffp ppffo f wfojfT upIpcii pft 

t fijpf ^TWRT pit 3IM!MJP>c1l P| PPT ?P Pffi tr eq]P ffpr PTTPT! P#p 1% % 

pifo|upp>| rip p> fop ?p irmsrt pp gptp PRf t crtt arof srtipptp pit pf 
^rrajff p> (fen? pft ptpt f tftffpp ott^t pv?% 11 3t?ttpt, $ppr pp ^ 
ftPijiHH janw tr Tfen vM ctsit 3h 4^<?141 (^ ^rar 

■hhi'|r ^|i-^ff aferiT pit pffecT ft PPirpni ^ 3rg#r f^mt 11% 

aticj?! ^ fleer, ^rrj ^ff ^ pppri 'P^rff' pit pfteT ptht trtt ?ft 
wit pj# p)t ^TCsPT 50 ft 25 cl^ TmtferT c^t PTlft Wfftr | ^ar^TRTSTt ^ fePJ 
PP>r? 3joP fwFr pph. pfi ^jpi Pi^?r«fpj Pif&ifwy+i wnxRnaff ■$ 
PI#flj%P5| Slpcitpip dft f fpeff sm PPTPP ?P WJTPPTSff ^ PrPTfP ITPTP P?^t 
^T erl^Ft PPT tl prf&lfcqpr WTPPlPff ftfr fWRf, PR, ffrfPTPft m\ 5 fftrTRT 

ft^rt p>| tePi p? pftfp pft t f pp^ MR'Htt f ioflfipip ^ P>i4*ft pit 
^t ^ amf wftppraff % tftfopp ppiRp P>f 1 3ip: wpp RrniiRNfi wit 11% 











[hpt in —rim a] 


HTCflJRHTTO : araiTO 
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^ ti^^Plcn 3T^fr^T fiffaff <pl4d>*{ SITfiTTf^T tiH>W 

araefra> *ff ^r ftf*m i> fotfr tfr ^ *rro 9ft vnfr i ^ 9f 

^ ai^ta ftnjT t ft? 24 2006 9ft arfe^ R T ^ srs 39 ?$ vrefnR'n' 

35T ^rifTcF ftRir vmtf to 9Tf&ifai9r wirtl 9ft 9&reT 9tinr 

I TO d^ f/WPHafr ^ faTOT JTO 9R* 9?t ajfrffr ^TKf I (*SR) 

a. 9 * *ttto # ffc tfa wrat *P-#a efnrt <f ft^fr .tftcet aw9T 

tn fti Pkw tow $ fen fotfr *fr M 9n 9#lf «fr ^ fafo=rc 9# tfm tnfr? 

9«fffa ir erffcrcr jRfrcm wfiw ftff t 9tant tft anrow ft wtr, 9 ^ 
^t f>r ^troff 9 * ^roPr Jiif&ifaiiai ?ith tit fen 9R?f # afp 999 srt ^9cW 9Rn{ 

9$ ^9T $ fen 9T?t jftfoPT TOfat 9R?t # | 26.12.2003 9?t 3T9& $ TOWf 3f% 
VHflWftl ^ ^TT tft 3Rrt ij^ff arffc 9R t $ 3RI9T 91 fa 1^991 tfWUHiaff 9?t ^ 
<ffa9f Killed 9R eft # I 3T7f: 9£R at^fW *P^TT t ft? iptff 95T ft*R 9R^ 9?t eil$N* 
9*t 1 9T*f, 2006 $ 9R 4feTOT 9TO 111% TfRlT fit? Jftf $ 7 *tRf, 2008 9* 3fT$9T <f 
fa9T TO tl ^RTfr p r 9?t ftRf&mt 95R 9?t ftnrfWf 99 9TO«f*T 9Rtf[ f # 
ft* 9f<t ft ijjfaff <Pr SRJfl 9ft 9^ If I (|(f«tflm) 

9. 9f \3eePJ ftRfT 9TO t ft? tfatf ^/JWRt $ W! 9TfT ’fcfeft 9* 

fcR #nw #Rcff 9t fcrq afpnr <Nr ^ t>it ^t arf6w ^ 

W 1 1 ft sw, tffsff h ftp traw^T srt 

^5 9TR ftR 9IT% 9 TpT ^T <N?t h fen tftif 9^ *P-lPt tfPff <f 9TfWH9I 
TOTOSff 9t fen arfSRjJlRT <NeT ^t #T Y 11 ^ ^ i snt 9f 

97TO vrRTT ^ 'ftj ^Ttft «i«T>i'texl ^ 1 ®9eT '^•jjs'l 9?t «i’l*i<T 5IIC1 # I v^ 95R ff%91 

5^ 1 ^ fen @ 32.10 *., ifc fsR4>4$l 1 ^ len @ 52.66 ^., ^t 9^ 1 

^ fen @ 58.85 ^5. 3TcT: 9f 9cTO vTO t ’fRFRPTf^ 9>PT IKWR^h 

etlcT^i IRT 3HJEIRR ^ fen 9#f Ptlt vj^ft tTt1%Tt | (|q%) 
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10 . i ofr iaiwf g® writ gum t atfgr, ggf 3 g?t w\ 

ggr% 3ft t sroftr cnftte wftnart g> grf^ypgj # gar? wrgftg 
v5M'*T»iWI3rf 3t 3>g g3|7ftnwr gftt 35^77 gW tftgTp# 3> f% TmTte,# W# 31# 

# atftRT [35g I cTSJT 533# 35# 3> f#gjg 357 #357.1 %ft t ; | # f fg#7 1#g7 t 

1# f#ft ft civf&i (>^<15 wpmr # fetg ftftft # «H) g>r Jjjjg ^faggor fftPm g 
fsR^rti wtg ggff# f # wf^m w^ertt gfr I far# gftsm # snggqgigT t ggff# 
ff ?g #3f3Tf gff <irfQrf^<f» 5tre # fcft? ggtg ff c# $ mrr ?gg, irt 57373 gff gf 
#rrcjfr #!f#g g# iSYfii^jH treif# g# 11 gft #277 4 gereprej #ff #3ot ai#s# 

# -SfSTTf^rggcT t r>l'S # 3fft t vjfr ch!“in^'P 36<mni37f cpt §'«q>j (aa'< u ii 35# # f#J 

t77ff35cT Hfl f I uft f SPJ^ter (#31 f f# 2; (3)- (ii) fi ficoi, 3373 *i«{i # 
qggjg "gft#. #373# g#, giWkjct, gf# ftifgtg#" g# ## #te| # wit; gsg 
FtfHggsft, gftftf #t wsgr ff 50 # 25 357 wrh ^3 ftjgr urnti,# f g? ft 
%Btf#r :gft t ft? ## wreiaff mu gt fiifc g g? pgmgr# # grfcrffgr 
3rgojtgpT j## #7 ^ RiPrw # f## ft wq # s£3. # ispft wf^f i 2 (g) 
(ii) 3 gaff ijfoft%cT apg gif&rftggi wwi# gag apg grf^gg? wigr ##.f35, 
a-w j d i fl enft sfft TOTwr # 4fti ftsren cggggr/wwTT gjt ^ gftp/^qg^en #t 
'H-Hif^ci 3 # tan cqcRsnygftft i> armft m gffft mr ginr ^grilt; aftgajr ^rr 

357# gff^rc# #fT # 373# t l 25 ##• 5^f % 37^735 3# #5#- : ftpft 378J3T ^7T3T 
fftTi enf^fT 3IWrll<H 357 # 5/4/3 fttcTTO # 37FTP7 WT57I 37133 37% I 37# 

g? I# i3#^f f#gr writ t 37^35 gig# # g^ 3w<ir# 35 gRggf 4,. 125 # 
ail&W #tr #e Firr 1 1 g? -wf^m ttsjt gg#gH #g gf4 wgw#' # : 3P# gg# gft 
33J# 25i # 3T&35 ## ## 3TW f## Sk^gid # 35# #. a^gfcl .# W17?fl PIT 
g# 5/4/3 #cTfti #g# # 3 ptr grgr wro gtftg i. # 4 ; g? # Bwl'ti fegi t 

# 3ft35ft/3I£f-3ft3>N/Mlf?(cM gM STT%/3?3Tf#T #5# 3ftg?HcI 35t W#cT 

''■■■'- i ' ' •" ■- ,; v 

f%gi wi# g#g gsg 53 # /figr;35T 3f?«ftr Prhi gi%q 1 # ft gg# im 

gwnftRi ## gft 3R2JT ft5g# #: ft 1 giwft 3i%T # f^m ; 35t f4gi f## 
53# ftftrgg # wftt 3WT wht gTftg 1 3pg gig# 4 # srg f#j gg 5Jc#w 3pg 

TRiftgit # grew ft f, #w# ^fegtfttr gg fpr g?# ft ucfrw ftrgr ggi f 1 ( 5 #)^ 
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^RcT TRV3 ; 3TOT^TT°T' 

TELECOM REGULATORY AUTHORITY OF INDIA 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 21st November, 2006 
F. No. 1-19/2006-B&CS.— In exercise of the powers conferred upon it under Sub¬ 
section (2) and sub clauses (ii), (iii) and (iv) of clause (b) of Sub-section (1) of Section 
11 of the Telecom Regulatory Authority of India Act, 1997 (24 of 1997) read with 
Notification No.39 (S.O. No. 44(E) and 45 (E) dated 09/01/2004) issued from file No. 13- 
1/2004- Restg by the Central Government tiildet clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 
11 and proviso to clause (k) of Sub section (1) of Section 2 of the Telecom Regulatory 
Authority of India Act, 1997, the Telecom Regulatory Authority of India, hereby amends 
the Telecommunication (Broadcasting and Cable) Services (Second) Tariff Order, 2004 
(6 of 2004) (hereinafter called ttie “Principal Order”) as follows, namely: 

1. Short title, extent and commencement: 

i) This Order shall be called "fftg Telecommunication (Broadcasting and 
Cable) Services (Second) Tariff (Seventh Amendment) Order 2006, (8 
of 2006)" 

ii) This Order shall apply throughout the territory of India. 

iii) Thls Order shall come Into force on the date of its publication in the 

Official Gazette 

2. In the Principal Order, the existing sub-clause (f) of Clause 2 and the entries 
relating thereto shall be deleted and substituted by the following sub-clause 
(f) and entries relating thereto; 

"(f) Charges' means and includes 

(i) for all ordinary cable subscribers and commercial cable subscribers 
except those specified In (il) below, the rates (excluding taxes) 
payable by one party to the other by virtue of the written/oral 
agreement prevalent on 26 th December, 2003. The principle 
applicable in the written/oral agreement prevalent on 26 th 
December 2003, should be applied for determining the scope of 
the term "rates". 

(ii) for hotels with a rating of three star and above, heritage hotels (as 
described in the guidelines for classification of hotels issued by 
Department of Tourism, Government of India) and any other hotel, 
motel, inn, and such other commercial establishment, providing 


3678 G1/2006—6 
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board and iodging and having 50 or more rooms, the charges 
specified in (i) above shall not be applicable and for these 
subscribers the charges would be as mutually determined by the 
! parties. 

Explanation: It is clarified that in respect of programmes of a 
; broadcaster, shown on the occasion of a special event‘for common 

viewing, at any place registered under^he Entertainment Tax Law 
and to which access is allowed on payment basis for a'minimum of 
50 persons by the commercial cable subscribers, the tfcriff shall be 
! as mutually determined between the parties." * 

B. i In the Principal Order, the existing sub-clause (a) of clause 3 an^ the entries 
i relating thereto shall be substituted with the following sub-clapse (a) and 
entries relating thereto; 

"(a) Ordinary cable subscribers and commercial cable subscribers (except 
| hotels with a rating of three star and above, heritage hotels (as described 

j j in the guidelines for classification of hotels issued by Department of 

Tourism, Government of India) and any other hotel, motel, inn, and such 
other commercial establishment, providing board and lodging and have 50 
I j or more rooms) to cable operators, multi system operators or 

broadcasters as the case may be" 

4< j In the Principal Order, after the existing clause 3(c) and entries relating 

■ thereto, the following explanations and entries relating thereto, namely 

Explanation -1 and Explanation -2 shall be inserted: 

"Explanation 1: for the purpose of clause 3(a) above the question whether 

the commercial cable subscriber will pay the cabie operator/rpulti system 

; I 

operator/the broadcaster will be determined by the terms of agreement(s) 

between the concerned parties, namely 

; i) broadcaster(s) 

ii) MSO(s) and cable operator(s) who have been authorized to 
provide signals to the commercial cable subscribers on the one 
hand, and the commercial cable subscribers on the other. 
Explanation 2 : for the purposes of clause 3(b) and (c) above the charges 
will be modified to take into account the payments to commercial cable 
subscribers where appropriate " 

3. jin the Principal Order , after the existing second proviso below clause 3(c) the 
fbllowihg proviso shall be inserted 

"Provided further that in the case of a commercial cable 
subscriber, the charges in respect of whom by virtue of clause 
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2(f)(ii) read with clause 3(a), is determinable as per mutual 
agreement between the parties, having facilities to get 
broadcasting services directly from the broadcaster, the later 
shall at the option of the commercial cable subscriber be obliged 
to provide channels on ala carte basis. For such consumers 
whenever bouquets are offered, these shall be subject to the 
following conditions: 

I The maximum retail price of any individual channel shall not 
exceed three times the average channel price of the bouquet 
of which it is a part; 

Explanation: if the maximum retail price of a bouquet is 
Rs."X" per month and the number of channels is "Y" then the 
average channel price of the bouquet is Rs. X divided by Y 

II The sum of the individual maximum retail prices of the 
channels shall not be more than 150% of the maximum retail 
price of the bouquet." 

6. In the Principal Order, the existing clause 3 A and entries relating thereto shall be 
deleted. 

7. Explanatory Memorandum: 

This Order contains an Explanatory Memorandum attached as Annex- A. 

By Order. 

R. N. CHOUBEY, Advisor ( B&CS-II) 
[ADVT III/lV/142/2006-Exty.j 

Annex-A 

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM 


1. Introduction and Background 

1.1 The Authority had issued a Tariff Order on 15 th January 2004, which provided 
that the ceiling of cable charges shall be at the levels prevailing on 26 th December 
2003. for both FT A and Pay channels.. This interim order was subject to final 
determination. Subsequently after extensive consultations a detailed Tariff Order was 
issued on 1.10.2004 (hereinafter referred to as Principal Tariff Order) which maintaining 
the sanctity of the ceiling of cable charges prevailing on 26.12.2003 provided a window' 
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for introduction of new pay channels and conversion of existing FTA Channels to pay 
subject to certain conditions. The underlying objective in both these orders was to 
provide relief to the cable subscriber who has no mechanism to protect hirmself against 
the hikf in cable television charges. 

1.2 A batch of petitions was filed by a couple of Associations of Hotels and 
Restaurants together with a hotel against some broadcasters and their authorized 
distributors in Telecom Disputes Settlement Appellate Tribunal (TDSAT). The dispute 
bgsical|y pertained to the fact whether the hotels and restaurants can be equated with 
dbmestjc consumers for the provision of Cable TV Service besides other connected and 

j 

consequential issues under adjudication. The Hon’ble TDSAT disposed of the petition 
vide th^ir order of 17 th January 2006.A representation was received from association of 

hotels fbr intervention in the form of a restraining order. 

: j 

i 

1>3. An amendment to the principal tariff order was issued on 7th March 2006 as an 
interim; measure. In this tariff amendment order, the terms. Ordinary Cable Subscriber 
a<id Cojnmercial Cable subscriber were defined and it also provided for a ceiling on cable 
charges; at the level prevailing on, 1 st March 2006 payable by one party to another in 
regard to the commercial cable subscribers Subsequently an explanation was added 
through a further amendment on 24 th March 2006 vide which it was clanged that the 
agency to whom the payment is to be made by the commercial cable subscribers will be 
a$ per tjie mutual agreement. An appeal was filed against the Tariff Amendment Order of 
7 th Marbh 2006 by one of the broadcasters, namely M/s. Set Discovery Pvt Ltd 

questioning the powers of TRAI to issue an interim tariff order. This appeal was 
dismissed by the hon’TDSAT vide its order dated 20.4.2006 

2. Consultation Process 

2.1 The process of consultation on issues relating to commercial i tariff for 
broadcasting and caou television services began immediately after the issue of the Tariff 
Amendment order of 7 th March 2006 with a joint meeting of the broadcasters and hotel 
associations 16 th March 2006 followed by meetings on 23 rd March 2006 and 5 th April 
2006. A consultation paper was issued on 21 st April 2006 identifying the following areas 
for consultation seeking comments of the stakeholders by 12 th May 2006: 
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i) Definition and issues relating thereto of the term Commercial Cable 
Subscriber. 

ii) Need or otherwise to fix commercial tariff 

iii) Method and manner of fixation of commercial tariff 

One of the basic questions directly related to the need for categorization of cable 

subscribers raised in the consultation paper was whether the definition contained in the 
Tariff Amendment Order of 7 th March 2006 should be allowed to continue. The paper 
while spelling out the difficulties and problem of categorizing commercial cable 
subscribers who may or may not need protection sought inputs on the approach to the 
definition. The consultation paper also pointed out that the question of categorization and 
having a separate definition for commercial cable subscribers is closely linked to the 
question of approach to tariff regulation ie. Whether it is necessary to have tariff 
regulation at all or a differential set of tariff regulation for different categories of cable 
subscribers. The question of categorization depends and comes after the decision on the 
need or otherwise to have .different sets of tariff regulation.. The tariff amendment order 
of 7 th March 2006, as indicated in the explanatory memorandum attached to the said 
order was an interim measure subject to detailed examination for which purpose the 
consultation paper was issued. 

2.2 The detailed consultation paper is available of TRAP website www.trai.aov.in . This 

was followed by Open House Discussion on 25 th May 2006 in Delhi. The gist of 
comments received on the consultation paper was placed on TRAPs website 

www.trai.aov.in . A few representations were received from individual institutions other than 

the hotels and restaurants seeking clarification though not in response to the consultation 

paper. The views and decisions of the Authority in regard to the comments received from 

various stakeholders have been discussed at appropriate place in this explanatory 

memorandum. 

2.3 Meanwhile a civil appeal (2061 of 2006 and 2247of 2006 ) was tiled by a couple 
of hotel associations and one of the hotels in the Apex Court against hon’ble TDSAT 
Order of 17 th January 2006. The appeal also prayed, as an interim relief, stay against 
operation of the tariff amendment order of 7 March 2006. TRAI was however not made 
a party in this appeal. The Apex Court in its interim order of 28 th April 2006 directed that 
the status quo be maintained as on the date of its interim order. In deference to the status 
quo orders it was decided to await the outcome of the final orders of the Apex Court in 
regard to the issues relating to commercial tariff for broadcasting and cable television 
services for which a consultation paper was issued and an O.HD was held. 
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2.4 In the meantime, on 20 th July 2006, in an appeal (LPA 985 of 2006) flled by the 
Union of India against the decision dated 10 th March 2006, of the Hon’ble single judge 
for implementation of Conditional Access System (CAS) within a month, ,a division 
bench of the Hon’ble Delhi High Court ordered that the CAS should be implemented wef 
3 if 1 December 2006 in the notified areas of the 3 Metros of Delhi, Mumbai afd Kolkata 
an# all the co- respondents (TRAI was a co-respondent in this appeal) were directed to 
coioperajte with the appellant. TRAI in compliance of the direction dated 20 ■ July 2006 

| | i 

of [the division bench of the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi to implement CAS in the three 

} i ' 

metros <Jf Delhi, Mumbai, Kolkata by 31 st December 2006 continued the process of 

cofisultajion started immediately after the single judge bench order of 10.3.2006 for issue 

ofiregul^tions/tariff relating to pay channels, Basic service Tier charges for Ifree to Air 

Channel^, schemes for supply of set top boxes, interconnection agreements and quality of 

seijvice patters, for CAS notified areas. These initiatives were to be completed by 31 st 

Aijgust £006 in terms of the activity wise time frame in the overall action plan of 

im|plemejntation by 31 st December 2006. Since the decision on tariff etc in respect of CAS 

ar^as wojuld impact commercial subscribers as well, a clarification was require# in regard 

to [the commercial tariff for CAS Areas with reference to status quo order. A submission 

wqs made during the hearing for a dispensation to proceed to fix commercial tariff in 
Cj\S notified areas. Subsequently, the Apex court allowed the application for 

injipleadment in the appeal. The facts and circumstances were placed beforp the Apex 

ccjurt fof directions. 

2.j5. Th# Apex Court on the conclusion of the arguments in the appeal befope it on 19 
October 2006 reserved the judgment and directed that: 

> “ It appears that by order of 28 4.2006, a Bench of this Courj directed 

, i that Status-quo, as it existed on that date, shall be maintained. If is stated 

at the Bar that pursuant to and in furtherance of the said order fhe TRAI 
has not been carrying out the processes for framing the tariff inj terms of 
Section 11 of the Telecom Regulatory Authority of India Act. 

Before us Mr. Sanjay Kapur, learned counsel appearing for TRAI 
submitted that TRAI has already issued consultation papers and 
processes for framing a tariff is likely to be over within one month from 
date. 

We in modification of our said order dated 28.4.2006 direct the 
TRAI to carry out the processes for framing the tariff While doing so, it 
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must exercise its jurisdiction under Sectionl l of the Act independently 
and not relying on or on the basis of any observation made by TDSAT to 
this effect. It goes without saying that all the procedures required for 
framing the said tariff shall be compiled with. 

It has been brought to our notice that even in the consultation 
paper some references have been made to th^ recommendations made by 
the TDSAT. In view of our directions issued hereinbefore a fresh 
consultation paper need not be issued. We, however, make it clear that in 
framing actual tariff the provisions of Section 11 of the Act shall be 
complied with and all procedures laid down in relation thereto shall be 
followed”. 

2.6 The consultation paper issued on 21 st April 2QQ£'was not with specific reference 

to CAS areas or non-CAS areas. A consultation paper on tariff issues elated to CAS areas 

was issued on 14.6.2006, however since the Supreme Court’s orders were in force this 

did not specifically refer to the problem of commercial cable subscribers. Keeping in 

view the above directions of the Apex Court requiring compliance with Section 11 of the 

TRAI Act 1997 (sans the need for fresh consultation paper) a draft of the tariff 
amendment order for NON CAS areas in respect of commercial tariff was placed on the 

website of TRAI on 2 nd November 2006 seeking comments of the stakeholders latest by 

10 November 2006. Two separate meetings of the stakeholders (broadcasters and 

hotels) were held on 9 th November 2006 who were also parties before the Apex Court 

giving them the opportunity to put forth their views. The comments received on the draft 

tariff order has been placed on TRAI’s website www.trai.qov.in The gist of comments 

received in response to the draft tariff order is placed at Appendix 1 to this explanatory 

memorandum. The views and response of TRAI to the comments received on the draft 

tariff order has been discussed at the appropriate places of this explanatory memorandum. 
3. Issue wise Analysis 

3.1 Definition of Commercial Cable Subscriber and issues relating thereto 

3.1.1 The principal Tariff Order of 1.10.2004 did not provide for any distinction 
between an ordinary cable subscriber and a commercial cable subscriber. Neither did 
the first interim tariff order of 15.1.2004. In fact both the tariff orders did not 
contain the definition of the word cable subscriber. A perusal of the explanatory 
memorandum particularly para 4 of the first tariff order of 15.1.2004 and,para 3 of 
the principal order of 1.10.2004 would, however, indicate that under thp given 
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situation of a non addressable regime and reported frequent increases in cable 
charged, complexities involved in determining tariff based on cost, a ceiling in the 
form ojf a cap on tariff charges was considered to be feasible way of providing relief 
tjo thei cable subscriber who as an end user had no mechanism 0 / protection. The 
tjhrustjon the need for protection of the ordinary cable consumer could also be noted 
in the consultation paper issued by TRAI for finalizing the recommendations on 
Various issues relating to broadcasting and distribution of TV chahnels. The 
commjercial establishments considered to be having a mechanism and wherewithal to 
protect themselves were not in the realm of deliberation of tariff regulation. Thus, it 
could jbe seen that the underlying objective was the need to give relief and protection 
to th^ users of broadcasting and cable services who had no mechanism to protect 
themselves from the hike in cable charges. Therefore, the question for a separate 
,’dispehsation or otherwise for those establishments who avail broadcasting and cable 
•services not for their own domestic use but for the benefit of his /her clients, 
custo|mers , members etc was not an issue focused upon in the in the Context of the 
circumstances leading to the issue of the said tariff orders in 2004. 

3-1.2' However, subsequently the question of need for categorization and 
applicability of the principal tariff Order of 1.10.2004 arose in respect of (hotels before 
the T^AI when representations from a hotel association seeking relief against the 
ihike cable charges by broadcasters was received well before the majtter came up 
;before hon'ble TDSAT. While examining the issue it was felt that the principal tariff 
order! of 1.10.2004 needed clarity on the real intent of applicability orj otherwise to 
establishments who do not use the broadcast and cable services for their own use. 
However, before the decision could be taken matter had become subj-judice. There 
were also a couple of references from establishments (other than hotels) seeking 
clarification on the issue of applicability of tariff regulation and as to the 
interpretation. 

3.1.3 The stakeholders representing the hotels have argued that there is no need 
for defining the term commercial cable subscriber and the existing definition should 
not be allowed to continue. They have indicated that the existing dispensation 
available for an ordinary cable subscriber should be available to hotels, as well, on 
the grounds, that they are not dealing with signals and do not get any! material gain; 
that they are also end users like ordinary cable consumer; the issue of hotels being 
consumers or not is subjudice; and broadcasters adopt monopolistic tendencies by 

t 

hiking charges for TV channels arbitrarily on the threat of disconnection and, the 
international practice also do not provide for a concept of commercial subscriber.. A 
number of other arguments have also been advanced during the consultation process 
primarily to the effect that they are not charging the guests separately for these 
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services just like a number of other services and that charges should relate to the 
value or quality of product (the signals are same for ali types of users and there is no 
differentiation) which is same for all types of users and not how it Is used. It has 
been argued that the services provided by the broadcasters are not public utility 
services like electricity etc requiring cross subsidization and therefore there is no 
need for categorization. A suggestion was also made to use the approach adopted in 
Consumer Protection Act in defining the word consumer. They had also raised issues 
such as the practice of broadcasters/cabie operators collecting entire years 
subscription irrespective of level of occupancy at different times, lack of choice to 
choose channels, non uniformity of rates of cable charges 

3.1.4 The groups representing the broadcasters have viewed that the definition as 
contained in the tariff amendment order of 7 th March 2006 does not require change 
excepting certain modifications including in the identified categories of commercial 
cable subscribers for the purpose of tariff dispensation. A broadcaster has made a 
suggestion to the effect that the commercial cable subscriber should indicate the 

place where the services are required to the broadcasters and not also to multi 
system operator or cable operator as provided in the existing definition. Some 

broadcasters, have remarked that the definition of commercial cable subscriber 
should specify the categories and have identified the categories of commercial 
establishments for extension of the protection. 

3.1.5 The comments received from the stakeholders on the issue of need or 
otherwise of a separate definition and retention of the existing definition has been 
analyzed and the Authority's views are given below: 

i) TRAI had noted that there are bound to be more disputes between 
establishments who received signals for the use of clients etc and the service 
providers including broadcasters .and therefore the need to bring in clarity to 
the interpretation of the principal tariff order. But the TRAI before taking a 
final view decided to deliberate in detail through a consultation process as 
envisaged under Section 11(4) of the TRAI Act 1997, on the various issues 
relating commercial tariff for cable television services. Considering that the 
principal tariff order of 1.10.2004 required clarity in regard to its applicability 
to the commercial establishments in the context of the underlying objective 
stated above there is a necessity to identify the commercial establishments 
and provide for the manner of regulation of cable charges for these 
establishments. In either case whether to extend the protection of ceiling on 
cable charges in any form or not to extend protection at all, wouid require 
such establishments to be identified separately. Therefore, the need to define 
the terms ordinary cable subscriber and commercial cable subscriber. The 
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views of the hotel and its associations stating that there is nb need for a 
separate definition is therefore not acceptable. 

Tne distinction sought to be made in the existing definition! between an 
ordinary cable subscriber and commercial cable subscriber js Justified from 
the point of view of the underlying premise that the need ^nd extent of 
protection for a commercial establishment compared to that ojf an ordinary 

i 

cabie subscriber is not the same. 

It is an admitted fact that particularly hotels who had given details of prices 
paid by them that the charges paid by them is different and hijgher than the 
ordinary cable consumer. Thus even at the ground level thie commercial 
establishments particularly the hotels and such other similar establishments, 
as a prevailing business practice, are treated differently. 

In regard to the approach one option is to adopt a definition which is wide in 
scope cum inclusive in nature as done in the existing definition Svhich uses the 
criterion of usage as the basis to categorise the cable subscribers. In this 
approach the task of identification of specific categories of commercial cable 

j 

subscribers is done for the purpose of extending or otherwise of the tariff 
regulation depending upon the assessment of the need for protection. The 
other approach is to adopt a definition, which is exhaustive identifying specific 
categories and sub-categories for the purpose of tariff Regulation and 
indicating the type of regulation intended for each such defined] category. The 
Authority has chosen to adopt the first approach for the rejason that it is. 
extremely complex to evolve objective criterion for categorization. Even in the 
approach to the categorization the Authority has used the method to exclude 
certain categories of commercial cable subscribers for the purpose of keeping 
out of the ambit of tariff regulation thereby leaving the resiqual category of 
commercial cable subscribers within the fold of the tariff regulation. Any 
approach to define specific category is bound to leave out sofoe and include 
certain unintended ones. The stakeholders in their responses have also 
echoed similar views on the difficulty in evolving criterion for Categorization of 

i 

cable subscribers. It would be simpler and better to identify specific broad 
groups within this generic definition while providing for (the differential 
dispensation in tariff regulation. Such an approach would al£o minimize the 
scope for disputes. Having a wide approach in defining a commercial cable 
subscriber would ensure that all are covered; those that doineed protection 

i 

could be specifically excluded. The Authority has therefore adopted this 
approach of having a definition, which is wide in scope and toi identify specific 
groups for the purpose of tariff regulation based on the need for protection. 


ft) 
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v) It is not denied that the product is same whether is a ordinary cable 
consumer or commercial establishments but the value derived from the 
product in the case of TV channels may not be the same in the situations 
where it is put to self use compared to a situation where it is meant for the 
purpose of its clients, customers. The television channels or programmes, 
even though may not be soid as a standalone service by commercial 
establishments particularly like hotels, etc. but as a means of entertainment 
do possess the potential to give an enhanced value to their packaged 
services. Therefore, the manner how the broadcasting services are being used 
becomes relevant for differentiating between an ordinary cable subscriber and 
a commercial cable subscriber. 

vi) In regard to the suggestion of identifying specific categories within the group 
of commercial cable subscribers for definition or extending protection it is 
viewed that existing definition based on the type of use is wide enough and 
would cover such specified categories as well. 

vii) Considering the ground realities where 99% of the subscribers are receiving 
signals through the multi system operators or cable operators the suggestion 

of broadcasters that the commercial subscribers wouid be required to indicate 
the place where the signal is required to only to broadcasters and not to 

operators is not acceptable. The existing definition gives flexibility as 
otherwise the restriction as suggested would create difficulties in regard to 
the vast majority of current arrangements of hotels etc with the operators. 

viii) The amendments suggested for inclusion of the word agent and intermediary 
(of the broadcaster) has been examined and is not considered necessary as 
such intermediary would be acting only under authorization and would 
representing the broadcaster even otherwise. 

ix) As also expressed by some of the stakeholders the Authority is of the view 
that no single approach to categorization wili be ideai and attempts of micro 
management will oniy add to the distortions in the market, creating fresh 
grounds for raising disputes. On the other hand the vast majority of 
commercial establishments would fali within the scope of the existing 
definition yet would require protection as that of an ordinary cable subscriber 

x) It has been pointed out that pay TV broadcasters for commercial usage 
should have separate Interconnect agreements and that the Authority should 
direct the broadcasters that such agreements are entered into at the price 
that is being charged In the locality for an ordinary cable consumer. The 
Authority has noted that largely the broadcasters entering into interconnect 
agreements with the MSOs and Independent cable operators exclude specified 
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establishments such as hotels etc from the applicability and stipulates a prior 
permission requirement. Thus the issue of separate arrangement \i in place 
arid no change is warranted in this aspect of the present arrangements, 
xij) Orte suggestion is that the product being same the license fee cjannot be 
different for different consumers and that it should be determined on the 
b^sis of cost plus margin. Ideally a uniform price for a product of similar 
quality could be a situation if there is definite functional relationship between 
the cost of content and the value attached for the content and tfie cost of 
ccjntent itself is easily amenable to evolve a standard set of cost. Iti the case 

J i 

ofj broadcasting industry it may not be so. More importantly the argument is 
n0t based on proper appreciation of the prevailing system of determination of 
mjargin particularly in a non-CAS environment and without considering the 
complexities involved, as stated above, in costing of content, 
xli) Contrary to the claims of the hotel association, the Authority is of the view 
tt)at big hotels providing variety of services have the capacity to protect their 
interests and cannot be treated at the same level as that of an ordinary cable 
consumer or even as that of large variety of commercial establishments which 

( i 

rrjay require protection as that of the ordinary cable consumer. Many from 

tljus type of establishment may not be putting to use such services for the 
benefit of clients, customers etc. It was pointed out by the broadcasters that 

tlie cable charges as a portion of the revenue of the hotels forr|ns a very 
insignificant portion and this has not been contested by tide gtoups 
representing the hotels during the consultation process. In other jwords the 

I pact of keeping this identified category out of the ambit of protection is 
likely to hurt their interests adversely. 1 

Xiii) It is noted that that the suggestion of categorization based on thej source of 
f$ed will not be a reflection of ground realities and there can b£ situation 
w|here it is not possible to have head end to receive the television $ignals and 
that such an approach would force the hotels to go to cable operators to 
receive signals instead of entering into contract with the broadcasters. 

xiv) the Consumer Protection Act.defines the term consumer as 

(d) "consumer" means any person who- 

(i) buys any goods for a consideration which has been paid or promised or 
partly paid and partly promised, or under any system of deferred payment 
and includes any user of such goods other than the person who buyi such 
goods for consideration paid or promised or partly paid or partly promised, 
or under any system of deferred payment when such use is made wjth the 
approval of such person, but does not include a person who obtain^ such 
goods for resale or for any commercial purpose; or 
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(ii) 1 [hires or avails of] any services for a consideration which has been 
paid or promised or partly paid and partly promised, or under any system 
of deferred payment and includes any beneficiary of such services other 
than the person who 1 [hires or avails of] the services for consideration 
paid or promised, or partly paid and partly promised, or under any system 
of deferred payments, when such services are availed of with the approval 
of the first-mentioned person; 

2[Explanation : For the purposes of sub-clause (i), "commercial purpose" 
does not include use by a consumer of goods bought and used by him 
exclusively for the purpose of earning his livelihood, by means of self- 
employment;] 

Basically the objective and purposes of the consumer protection act and the 
exercise of power TRAI Act for tariff fixation are two entirely different issues. 
The tariff regulation envisaged under section 11(2) particularly the proviso 
inherently provides for differential treatment for the purposes of tariff 
whereas the Consumer Protection Act does not have any such provision. 
Further the definition does not seem to contain clues to create homogenous 
categories. The explanation for commercial purpose contained in the 
Consumer Protection Act cannot be ipso facto be extended as imputed. 
Therefore this suggestion to rely on Consumer Protection act has not been 
found to be helpful. 

3.1.6 The Authority has after examining the views put forth and for the reasons 

indicated above has come to a conclusion that ah approach to definition based on 
specifically identifying categories would be more complex and problematic to 

implement and is bound to give rise to new grounds for dispute. Therefore, an 
exhaustive approach to the question of definition would be more desirable. Those 
groups who may not need protection can be excluded from the applicability of the 
tariff protection and group the rest as a residual category requiring protection. 
Therefore, the Authority has decided to retain the existing definition of 'commercial 
cable subscribers' contained in the tariff amendment order of 7 th March. 2006 

3.2 Need for fixation of commereiai tariff and related issues types of 
commercial ' establishments to be covered and method of 
identification of such commercial establishments for regulation. 

3.2.1 In terms of the facility to choose ebarmete of choice under a non-addressable 

regime the commercial cable subscribers ere in the same position as that of the 

ordinary cable consumer excepting that they have the potential to settle for a 

negotiated settlement with the broadcaster albeit the level of potential may not be 
■ ■ (- 
the same across all types of commercial cable subscribers. 
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3.3.2 Bijit the difference is that the former, particularly the hotels and |Other big 
commercjia! establishments who receive the broadcasting and cable services as a 
value addition to their own package of services have the potential to pajss on the 
burden tp their own clients. There may not be a direct functional relatiorjl between 
add on siervices such as that of the television channels and the business strength in 
as muchjas a client of a hotel or pub or club may n<5t come to a hotel or club or pub 

i i 

etq with jthe sole objective of watching TV channels. But is it to be largely! admitted, 

; I ! 

despite tjhe claims to the contrary by the stakeholders representing the hptels, that 

su<fh value added services definitely help to sustain and strengthen business 

relptionsjhip of such commercial establishments with their clients. If it hat} not been 

so, therd was perhaps no need for the hotels to go to the appellate authority or the 

apex coirt or for TRAI to be deliberating on this issue of tariff for commercial cable 

subscribers particularly the hotels. 

i 

34.3 On the issue of which of the commercial cable subscribers should bie provided 
protection and which should be left out and what can be the method of ^identifying 
such commercial establishments the views expressed can be summarized ds under: 

i) Allow the Commercial cable subscribers including hotels to be! placed on 
par with ordinary cable subscribers and therefore the questions of 
j exclusion or inclusion and the method thereof would not arise iThe reason 

! * j 

cited is that the market in which the broadcasters operate is rrjonopolistic 

and competition is yet to come. Only safeguard that is required to be 
j provided to the broadcasters is to account for inflation and for growth in 

the industry. 

iij Specific identification has been made for exclusion which afe old age 
homes and hospitals supported with government funding and run for the 
! poor or socially backward classes or run by non profit seeking!/charitable 
organisations, small establishments and such like ; all establishments 
execept five star hotels till the mechanism of consumer choice is put in 
place, institutions for physicaMy challenged , jaiis , reforrrj centers , 
children &women remand homes, petty shopkeepers , educational 
institutions, all types of religious places, residential medical carp units. 

iii) A distinction has been sought to be made by a hotel, which -claims that 
subscribers who use the signals themselves should be differentiated from 
those who further transmit. Since hotels consume the signals I themselves 
they should not be treated as commercial subscribers. 

iv) Broadcasters as a group have suggested that the commercial tariff should 
be left to market forces except certain identified categories which like the 
ones Indicated in (li) above who may need protection. 
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v) Another view is that if there is no a la carte choice or the channels are not 
delivered through the separate conduit commercial tariff should not be 
fixed 

vi) The Greater Guwahati Hotel Association have suggested that the hotels in 
north eastern region with low tariff should be given a concessional tariff. 

vil) In response to the draft tariff orders placed on the web site on 2 nd 
November 2006 and the separate meeting held on 9 th Nov 2006 certain 
specific comments have been received. These are briefly summarized as 
under; 

I. On behalf of the broadcasters and their distributor agencies the 
following points have been made: 

a) clubs, bars, commercial mails, cinema halls as a category 
should also be included with the category of hotels of the 
grading of 3 star and above etc for the purpose of tariff 
regulation for both CAS and Non CAS areas It has been 
proposed that the cut off criterion in respect of 
establishments providing board and lodging should be 
reduced to 25 rooms from 50 rooms. 

b) The relevant date for determination of charges in respect of 

commercial cable subscribers other than those who have been 

deregulated should not be from 26.12.2003 but from 1st 
March 2006 as contained in the tariff amendment order of 7 th 

March 2006. 

c) Another suggestion is for inclusion of all hospitals with 30 
beds or more and even hotels with a grading of 1 and 2 star 
in the already identified category of hotels having a grading of 
3 star and above for the purposes of tariff regulation. 

d) The dispensation provided in the draft tariff orders for 
commercial cable subscribers - one category subject to 
mutual agreement and the other residual category to be 
governed as like that of ordinary cable subscribers - is not 
clear about the position regarding the use of broadcast 
services and tariff thereof provided in "Public Viewing Area' 
and this should also be included in the category where the 
tariff is to be decided by mutual agreement, both for CAS and 
NON CAS areas. 

e) The tariff order fn- Non CAS areas containing an explanation 
indicating as to what wouid be the payment arrangements 
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for a commercial cable subscriber is not on the same Ijnes as 
provided in interim tariff amendment order of 7 th March 2006 
as amended. 

|I On behalf of the Hotels the following points were mqde: 

a) TRAI should issue a separate consultation paper ■ or an 

f • ' 

j addendum consultation paper before fixing the tariff for 

commercial subscribers. Therefore, the current exercise of 

f 

j framing of tariff for commercial subscribers would ndt be in 

lines with the directions of the hon'ble Supreme Cojjrt and 

, therefore the draft orders may be kept in abeydnce or 

withdrawn. 

■ b) The tariff orders singles out hotels of the grading of 3 star 

I and above for the purpose of deregulation though tNeir may 

be many other similar establishments and it is discrimilnatory. 

c) When TRAI has fixed an MRP of Rs. 5 for CAS areas, the same 
rate can be used as the basis to fix the tariff for corhmercial 
subscribers like hotels. 

d) Instead of leaving to the mutual agreement the TRAt should 
fix the tariff for which the historical prices paid by these 
hotels can be used or the tariff can be enhanced by 10% over 
what was being paid. 

e) The tariff orders being an amendment to the principahorder of 

2004, it may be subject to an interpretation in ; a way, 
particularly with reference to the deregulated hotel$ leading 

to insistence of negotiation of charges (rates of tariff) with 
retrospective effect. 

f) The group representing hotels who have head endsi pleaded 
that even in the case of Non CAS areas there should be 
restrictions on individual channel pricing on the lines proposed 
for the CAS areas. 

Ill One of the MSO has stated that the cut off line in terms of 
number of rooms prescribed for other commercial establishment 
providing board and lodging facilities should be reduced from fjO to 25. 

The tariff should be mutually decided (in respect of the group 
comprising hotels above the grading of 3 star and above) between 
MSO/LCO and the commercial cable subscriber and not directly with the 
broadcaster. 


i t t 






I'm in— w^4] 


■ Ml«l "^T 

3.2.4 The Authority has noted that vis a vis the hotels which gets a grading on the 
basis of the services provided there is no such clear demarcation to identify or 
demarcate other institutions. Any exercise of differentiation on the basis of area 
covered, number of TV sets, volume of business which can be some of the criterion 
are bound to raise disputes and are not free from subjectivity.. 

3.2.5 The Authority has also considered the question that there are a number of big 
institutions falling in the category of hospitals, educational institutions which may be 
in a similar situation as that of the- big hotels in terms of potential to commercially 
exploit the cable and broadcasting services. In other words the question is why 
hotels of particular grading or type should be singled out for keeping out the ambit of 
tariff protection, The broadcasters on the' other hand have made reference to the 
hospitals, hotels of grading beiow 3 star and contended that these institutions are 
commercially exploiting they should also be kept out of the purview of the tariff 
regulation. ■ 

3.2.6 The Authority is of the view that it would be incorrect to draw a strict- analogy 
between the identified group of commercial cable subscribers comprising hoteis 
above a given grading etc, and hospitals as the former as a group need to be treated 
on a different footing. Most importantly, the Authority has taken conscious decision 
for,the present not to club hospitals, educational institutions, big or small, along with 
the group consisting of hotels etc above a particular grading from the perspective of 
the socio economic causes such institutions are expected to serve. Moreover it may 
be more difficult to evolve a reasonable objective criterion to differentiate between 

two luxury hospitals. While the Authority is clear that the intention of protection is 
-not to facilitate profit making by even such commercial hospitals, for the present and 

to begin with the Hospitals-need to be given protection. 

3.2.7 The Authority is however not dosed to the option of revisiting the issue of 
categorization for the purpose of tariff regulation on the basis of experience gained if 
necessary. It is also to be recognized that there are a vast majority of 
establishments which do not receive the signals of television channels for their own 
use but they may not be commercially exploiting the services for furtherance of their 
own business. In this category would come educational institutions, Government; 
hospitals, religious charitable and other philanthropic institutions, small shops, 
dh'abas etc and this is not exhaustive iist. During the interactions with the 
broadcasters it was ciear that these commercial establishments, though in terms'of 
the contract are not to be given signals without the prior permission of the 
broadcaster have not been targeted by the broadcasters due to sheer volume and 

3{J8 ‘tS/ct-g 
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difficulties in enforcing the agreements. Though some of the broadcasters have 
appointed agents to prevent and monitor of the giving signals by the MSOs to 
dommercial' establishments, it was still clear that this group is not the target of the 
tjroadcasters. 


3.2.8 The Authority has also examined the various specific comments/ suggestions 
rfiade by the stakeholders and has found that 

i) The approach to identify each category of establishment for exclusion 
or inclusion for the purpose of tariff regulation is extremely complex 
and no such list can be exhaustive. 

ii) However with regard to the request for inclusion of ’Public Viewing 
Area' this was not specifically included as the proposed tariff 
dispensation In respect of the deregulated category comprising of 
hotels of grading of 3 star above provided for the route of mutual 
agreements in respect of public viewing areas as well. In the meeting 
with the broadcasters it was suggested by them that this may be , 

- clarified. Further using public, events to show programmes by the 
commercial cable subscribers even from the non identified category of 
commercial cable subscribers with a definite intention to commercially ■ 
exploit the event by prescribing fee is not uncommon, the intention to 
protect the commercial cable subscribers in the residual category may 
be subject to misuse in the absence of a specific exclusion of such 
events. It has therefore been proposed to make provisions for the 

i 

same by appropriately amending the tariff order. 

iii) In regard to the request for inclusion of clubs, mails, cihema halls, the 

proposal has not been agreed to for the reasons already indicated 
earlier. The proposal for reduction-in the number of rooms from 50 to 

25 has not been found to reasonable. 

iv) The- criterion based on 3rea or number of TV sets would again be more 
subjective classification and difficult to implement. 

v) As was noted during the consultation process the Vast majority of 

commercial establishments in the group of commercial establishments 
other than the identified categories are actually not being targeted by 
the broadcasters perhaps for the reason of difficulties, in enforcement 
of the clause of prior permission. / • 

vi) In any case in the view of the TRAI many of these groups may hot be 
able to negotiate their rates and may therefore may- need protection' 
like that of an ordinary cable consumer, 
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vii) The hotels as a group particularly big hotels in the view of the do not 
need protection. These are large subscribers and the broadcasters too 
would stand to lose large sums of money If their negotiations with 
them are not successful. 

viii) The stakeholders have also proposed that some categories of 
institutions which may not be commercially exploiting the use of 
services be given protection. The Authority has not accepted this 
suggestion as this would could lead to disputes on whether or not a 
particular subscriber is'Commercially exploiting the signals or not. 

lx) A change suggested in the draft tariff order In regard to the 
explanation providing for the basis of payment by commercial cable 
subscribers has been accepted to make it clear that the commercial 
cable subscriber enters into agreements with the authorized cable 
. operator /MSO. 

3.2.9. In view of the above it has been proposed that there would be one category of 
commercial cable subscribers consisting of hotels with a rating of 3 star and 
above, heritage hotels, and any other hotel, motel, inn, and such other 
commercial establishment providing board and lodging and having 50 or more 
rooms. The Tariff in respect of this group would be as per the mutual 
agreement. For all other commercial establishments which is outside this 
Identified category the ceiling shall be the charges as prevailing on 
26.12.2003. However for the both categories of commercial cable subscribers, 
the tariff for showing programmes on special event in public viewing area 
shall be as per mutual agreement. 

3.2.10 The Authority has considered a suggestion of the group representing hotels 

that a number of big hotels which essentially fall under the group of 

commercial cable subscribers whose tariff is determinable through mutual 
agreement have their own head ends. It was argued that they should be 

allowed choice of channels as well as be subject to same dispensation as 

applicable for CAS areas. In other words the request would imp'y that the 

tariff would be subject to mutual -agreement but the commercial cable 

subscribers falling in this category will have the choice of ala carte channel 

and the pricing of bouquets will be subject to same restrictions as would be 

applicable to commercial cable subscribers falling in the same category in CAS 

areas. The proposal is acceptable as the parties would be deciding the tariff 

on the basis of mutual agreement and it Is technically feasible for a 

commercial cable subscriber to exercise choice. A distinction has to be drawn 

between an MSO operating in a NON CAS area and the commercial cable 
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subscriber such as hotel having Its head end. In the case of fornjer the choice 
! is not ultimate and would not percolate to the consumer in thie absence to 
addressable system whereas in the case of later It should be possible for the 
hotels to choose channels popular among its clients. 

3.2.ilThe group representing the hotels have expressed concerns particularly those 
f who fall in the identified category of commercial establishments that the 
broadcasters would use the mutual agreement route to arbitrarily increase 
j prices. The Authority believes that the category of commercial ejstablishments 
| which have been identified for forbearance would ordinarily be jin position to 
deal with the broadcasters on an even keel in the negotiations.' Yet the 
Authority is also not impervious to their concerns. Therefore (the Authority 
j would be closely watching the movement of prices in respect o^ this segment 
and would review its decision if considered necessary on the ijasis of inputs 
received. Similarly, there could be a number of similar institutions, which in 
j terms of capacity to negotiate a mutual agreement may be similar, and these 
j could be revisited later and if necessary the identified list could be reviewed, 
j The Authority would separately be asking the broadcasters tjo report their 
j tariffs for the commercial cable subscribers, to start with on a honthly basis, 

| to gauge the extent of the increase in the rates. If found inecessary the 
j Authority would intervene in this matter 

i ; 

! . ! 

3.2.12 One of the issues raised by the Hotel Associations and their response to the Draft 

Tariff Order is that TRAI has to necessarily to fix a tariff in terms of the order of 

the Hon’ble Supreme Court. This point has been examined. The Supreme Court 

I has only directed the TRAI to carry out the process for framing the tariff. The 

| Tariff Order that has been proposed by the Authority includes the fixation of 

! tariffs for certain categories whereas for the hotels above particular grading this 

has been left to mutual negotiations. It has also been indicated elsewhere that the 
! outcome of mutual negotiation would be closely watched aijd if necessary, 

intervention would be made later. The Consultation Paper that had been issued in 

April 2006 also clearly provides one of the alternatives as excluding certain 

j categories from the ambit of tariff regulations. One of the specific questions that 

I had been framed was whether commercial tariff should £t all be brought under the 

i ambit of tariff regulation. Further, it was specifically asked whether the tariff 

| regulation should cover all kinds of commercial establishments or whether some 

categories should be left out. Thus, this objection is not valid at ajll. 
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3.2.13 The other Issues raised by the Hotel Associations is that a fresh consultation 
paper should be issued or an addendum to the existing Consultation Paper be 
issued. This has been specifically addressed by the order of the Hon'ble 
Supreme Court, which has clearly ruled out the need for a fresh Consultation 
Paper. Accordingly, keeping In view the requirements of Section 11(4) of the 
TRAI Act the Authority decided to propose a Draft Tariff Order so that one 
more opportunity is given to the stake holders to offer their comments. The 
hotels and hotel associations who were parties to the case before the Hon'ble 
Supreme Court were also given the benefit of a personal hearing on 9th 
November, 2006 just as the broadcasters were given such a hearing. 

3.3 Method for fixing the rates of commercial consumers 

3.3.1 As per the information given by the Hotel Associations on prevailing rates 

during the process of consultation it is noted that there is no uniformity in 

cable charges paid by the hotels. The broadcasters have however, indicated 

that they are charging hotels on the basis of rate cards and a couple of them 

have indicated that there has been no change in the rate per room since the 

last two years (perhaps before the date of dispute reaching the TDSAT). 

However, it was noted that the total payout could be varying depending upon 

the negotiated levels of occupancy of the hotels for which the cable charges 

are collected. In view of the fact that a large number of hotels take feed from 

the cable operators and MSOs (which as per the stipulation seen in the 

interconnect agreement not legal) have resulted in multiplicity of rates 

charged from hotels. The multiplicity of rates is more as a result of the 

practice of cross subsidization prevailing in a non-addressable system based 

on capacity to pay. The method fixing any specific tariff for commercial cable 

subscriber in this situation creates difficulties due to multiplicity of rates. 

Again, the prevailing situation of multiplicity of cable charges that is being 
collected from ordinary cable consumers in the currently hon-addressable 

system creates difficulties in using these rates as benchmark for fixing the 

commercial tariff. Further in the light of the Authority's decision contained in 

regard to categorization of commercial cable subscribers and the tariff 

dispensation provided thereto in the preceding paragraphs the need for 

fixation of commercial tariff may hot be necessary. Any exercise of fixing 

rates for individual category of subscribers cannot objectively be reasoned out 

1 : •’ . _ .. f 

for the reasons stated above. 

3.3.2 One of the suggestion was that the commercial tariff could be 3 times the 
tariff paid >by the ordinary cable subscriber in respect of 5 star hotels and 2 
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timejs In respect of other commercial establishments if they are to be c iffeFent 
; frorrj the ordinary cable subscriber. Another suggestion is that the h storical 
1 ratep (as done for the ordinary cable consumers) that prevailed amongst 
I hotels before the raising of disputes could become the basis and this basic 
i rate! could be adjusted for inflation and growth of the industry. From the 
« information provided by the hotel associations, it is noted that tte rates 
l changed for cable services have varied widely across hotels and different 
I places not only in Dec 2003;the extent of increase has also not been tjnlform 
3.3.3j In rpgard to the issue of safeguards for commercial cable subscribers who are 
I onl^| paying the cable operator and do not have written agreements with the 
i broadcasters suggestions have been received spelling out procedures. The 
Authority has examined these suggestions and a prescription of procedure or 
logijstics for issues which can be handled more efficiently through) mutual 
1 agreement may lead to rigidity. Therefore, the Authority has decided jto leave 

thi^ to the mutual agreement between the parties. 

i I I 

: | . { 

3.3.<j It. las been provided that the ceiling in respect of commercijal cable 
| subscribers in Non CAS areas who do not fall in the identified category of 
j hotels with 3 star and above, the ceiling shall be the rate prevailing as on 
i 26.jl2.2003. This would ensure that these commercial cable subscribers would 
I pay at par with the ordinary cable subscribers and would also minijnize the 
scojpe for disputes. Since this tariff amendment order would have prospective 
effect it is not the intention to provide relief from a retrospective date). 

I l. \ 

i | Appendix 1 

! GIST OF COMMENTS RECEIVED ON DRAFT TARIFF ORDER {FOR 
! COMMERCIAL SUBSCRIBERS IN NON-CAS AREAS \ 

I INDEX OF STAKEHOLDERS FUR1H8HENG COMMENTS 


Name 

From Wher 

Novex Communications Pvt. Ltd. (Novex) 

Mumbai 

Indusind Media & Communications Ltd. 
(IMCL) 

Mftimbai 

■:: i 

JAYPEE Hotels Limited (JAYFEE) 

New Delhi j 

Hotel and Restaurant Association (Western 
India) [H&RA(WI)1 

Mumbai j 

Hotel Association of India (HAI) 

New Delhi f 

Set Discovery Private Limited (SET) 

Mumbai 

STAR India Pvt Ltd. (STAR) 

New Delhi j 

ESPN Software India Pvt. Ltd. (ESPN) 

New Delhi j 

Hathway Cable & Datacom Private Limited 
(Hathway) 

Mumbai ! 

Zee Turner Limited (Zee) 

New Delhi j 


* 


') • i 


*• > * 
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Clause for Consultation 

2. In the Principal Order, the existing sub-clause (f) of Clause 2 and the entries 
relating thereto shall be deleted and substituted by the following sub-clause 
(f) and entries relating thereto; 

"(f) 'Charges' means and includes 

(iii) for all ordinary cable subscribers and commercial cable subscribers 
except those specified in (ii) below, the rates (excluding taxes) 
payable by one party to the other by. virtue of the written/oral 

* agreement' prevalent on 26 th December, 2003. The principle 

,. applicable in the written/oral agreement prevalent on 26 th 
December 2Q03,. should be applied for determining the scope of 
the term "rates". 

(iv) for hotels with a rating of three star and above, heritage hotels 
and any other hotel, motel, inn and such other commercial 
establishment/ providing board and lodging and having 50 or more 
rooms, the charges specified in (i) above shall not be applicable 
•and for these-'subscribers the charges would be as mutually 
determined by the parties. 

3. In the Principal Order, the existing sub-clause (a) of clause 3 and the entries 
relating thereto shall be substituted with the following sub-clause (a) and 
entries relating thereto; 

"(a) Ordinary cable subscribers and commercial cable subscribers (except 
hotels with a rating of three star and above, heritage hotels and any other 
hotel, motel, inn and such other commercial establishment, providing 
board and lodging and have 50 or more rooms} to cable operators, multi 
system operators or broadcasters as the case may be" 

4. In the Principal Order, after the existing clause 3(c) and entries relating 
thereto, the following explanations and entries relating thereto, namely 
Explanation -1 and Explanation -2 shall be inserted: 

"Explanation 1: for the purpose of clause 3(a) above the question whether 
the commercial cable subscriber will pay the cable operator/multi system 
operator/the broadcaster will be determined by the terms of agreement(s) 
between the concerned 4 parties, namely 

i) broadcaster(s) 

ii) MSO(s) , ; .. 
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charges 


iil) cable operator(s) j 

iv) commercial cable subscrlber(s) j 

Explanation 2 : for the purposes of clause 3(b) and (c) above the 
will be modified to take Into account the payments to commercial cable 
■subscribers where appropriate " I 

In ^he Principal Order, the existing clause 3A and entries relating theijeto shall 
be (deleted. i 


CartmenU-Bmlyad 


l. 


Star! 


The 


tariff is frim Rs. 1500 per day to Rs.8000 per day. In the opinion of Novex, 2 $tar and 1 


shoild bd 
Hospitals 


proposed tariff order has protected 2 Star and 1 Star hotels. A single room 


hotels also must be treated as .5 Star, 4 Star and 3 Star hotel and the channel tariff 


mutually determined by the parties. Novex has also stated that luxury 


have the charges per bed ranging from Rs.750 per bed to Rs.6000 per room. 
No\|ex, therefore, submit that all hospitals having more than 30 beds may be put in a 
category Kke hotels. Hospitals run by Government, Semi Government or Municipality, to 
be charged other rate as determined by TRAI.( Rate Card of the hospitals)has been 
attached ijy Novex but not attached to gist). (Novex) 

i 4 

i 

2. | Th<! categorization is all right. However, in the first type, all hotels/ loe ging with 

i 

mote thai 25 rooms should be considered. The proposed charges should b; decided, 
muually, between MSO /LCO and the Commercial establishment and no| with the 
Broadcaster directly. The agreement, for any kind of commercial establishments, should 


be 


only 


between a registered MSO or Cable Operator and not directly) with the 


broadcaster, under the cable TV services Act. (IMCL) 


3. j In \jiew of the Supreme Court of India Orders, JAYPEE Hotels Ltd. statelthat TRAI 
should Oot recommend categorization of subscribers into various categories. All 
subscribes to the public utilities are alike irrespective of whether a subscriber is rich or 
poj)r. Any effort to make classification will be considered as discriminatory jrnd it shall 
contravene the provision of Articles 14, 19 and article 301/305 of Constitution of India. 
In view |f the aforesaid TRAI should consider all subscribers in one, category.(jJAYPEE) 

4. H&^A(WI) has stated that TRAI has not clarified whether the tariff includes the 
copyright fees being claimed by the Broadcasters. TRAI has not clarified whether these 

' ! ' ' i 

commercial subscribers have to enter into contracts with the local cable operators or 


# r I i 
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Broadcasters, as is being demanded by them since 2004. TRAI has decided to carve out 
Hotels of the excluded category, leaving it to the vagaries of market forces. This is 
discriminatory. There are only about 850 Hotels throughout the country in the nature of 
excluded category and singling them out, for exclusion from the ambit of the notification 
Is unfair, inequitable and discriminatory. It is, therefore, not understandable that why in 
respect of such a small number of excluded category of Hotels, TRAI has chosen to 
leave them to the market forces, instead of fixing the tariff. As suggested during the 
consultation paper proceedings earlier, TRAI couM have fixed a tariff of 10% more than 
what is being paid at present for all commercial subscribers, instead of creating 
uncertainty and discrimination. While carving out the exclusion, it is noticed that several 
other commercial subscribers like Restaurants, Hospitals, Clinics, Commercial Offices, 
Airports and Railway Stations, Educational Institutes, Clubs etc. are being treated like 
ordinary cable subscribers, while only this 850 odd number is being categorized as 
commercial subscriber, for the purposes of tariff The H&RA(WI) would also like to 
emphasize that Hotels are bulk consumers of the service rendered by Broadcaster and not 
commercial subscribers as is being defined by TRAI. As bulk consumers, TRAI should 
in fact, have arrived at a special reduced tariff like is the case for any other product / 
service used by a bulk consumer. The H&RA(WI) also fails to understand the logic 
behind TRATs arriving at the figure of 50 more rooms for categorization. In telecom 
areas, TRAI has not fixed a separate tariff by categorizing the consumer based upon the 
place of its usage. The restrictions placed on Broadcasters will be of no consequence in 
the non CAS area, as the consumer has no choice to select the product. While issuing the 
two draft notification’s, TRAI has not followed the letter and spirit in which the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court has handed out its order on 19 th October 2006. In view of what is stated 
above, the H&RA(WI) suggests that, (i) TRAI may notify a discounted rate of Rs.4/- 
per month per channel and extend the 10% discount for bulk consumers as stated above, 
(ii) TRAI, should notify that the aforesaid tariff is inclusive of the copyright fees claimed 
by the Broadcaster, (iii) TRAI, should also notify that both the ordinary cable subscriber 
and commercial subscriber are at liberty to have contracts either with the local cable 
operator or the Broadcaster, (iv ) To stop undue enrichment by the Broadcasters, both 
the ordinary subscriber as well as commercial subscriber shall be entitled to a rebate in 
cmo the usage of the service is stopped by the subscriber. For example, a Resident 
consumer having gone out of station for more than 30 days, or a Hotel closed for its 
business for more than 30 days in a year, should be eligible for a pro-rata rebate, as the 
product / service is not used at all. (H&RA(WI)] 
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5.' TRijU did not go into the question of whether there is a need for different rates for 
different persons or class, of persons for similar telecommunication services)and where 
different rates are fixed as aforesaid, the authority was supposed to record the reasons 
thereof (This is the exact import of Section 11(2) of TRAI Act). The Supreme Court 
order dated 19.10.2006 presupposes the fact that TRAI is carrying on the process for 

t 

framing the tariff. This order further implies that the Hon’ble TRAI could continue the 

i 

process of framing of TARIFF irrespective of the outcome of the appeals, jit is worth 

| 

noting that in the consultation paper on issues relating to commercial tariff, there was no 
discussion on the need for creating separate categories for different classes of |>ersons and 

thi 5 only issue which was closest to the above was whether tariff for commercial purposes 

• 1 

should cr should not be fixed by the TRAI since the Hon’ble TDSAT had askjed TRAI to 
ccnsidei the same. Therefore, it is submitted, the TRAI would first have tofcome to an 
independent conclusion based on a fresh consultation paper / an addendum to the 
consult*tion paper. Further, the need for creation of a separate TARIFF fjbr different 
classes needs wider representations of bodies before TRAI and an invitation to 
HA.I/HIAWI alone is not sufficient. It must be noted' that thte entire ejcercise was 
initiatec by HAI due to the arm twisting tactics employed by the broadcaster £ in order to 
piessurize the members of HAI to pay huge sums of money to the broadcasters. This was 
coupled with the threat of disconnection. Keeping this in mind it is surprising as to how 
tie TRAI could come to a conclusion that this category of subscribers (mostly 
comprising 3 star hotels and above) would not need tariff protection any longer. The 
b oadcs sters enjoy a monopoly in their respective fields and individual member hotels do 
not have the capacity to negotiate the terms with the broadcasters on an equal footing. 
Substantial discrimination would be caused to commercial establishments where free 
market forces are now sought to be allowed. Where in a CAS area there are certain norms 
fj>r fixiig the M.R.P. of an individual channel as compared to the total bouquet, no such 
r^orms rave been framed for non-CAS areas. It has already been submittejd during the 
consultation process that broadcasters do not adhere to such norms while fixing a price 

, I 

f?r an ndividual channel. In fact hotels with 3 star ratings and above mostly have their 
cwn head end equipments and incur huge expenditure on the same. Such establishments 
should ideally be offered reduced rates and not be allowed to fend for themselves without 
price protection. It is once again reiterated that if notification of 1.10.2004 is made 
^pplic* ble to all categories of subscribers, it will totally meet the ends of jijstice. This is 
Jue to the fact that even on 26.12.2003, this category of subscribers which i^ now sought 
to be de-regulated, was already paying a much higher charge than all other categories. All 
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across the world there is no differential in tariffs for domestic and commercial 
subscribers. The TRAI with respect to the telephone services has not felt the need for a 
differential tariff for different class of persons. Thus it becomes all the more important 
for. it to spell out the reasons for framing such differential TARIFF on broadcasting. 
The TRAI must consider that when it moved the Supreme Court for a modification of 
status quo order. With a view to framing a TARIFF, could it then choose not to fix any 
TARIFF at all for certain categories. Not only this, such draft TARIFF orders, if notified, 
would amount to negation of the entire proceedings before the Hon’ble Supreme Court. 
The definition of commercial cable subscriber does not need to continue since the issue 
that hotels are consumers or subscribers and not their guests is being adjudicated by 
Supreme Court. Once they are held to be consumers then in that case they would be 
covered by the initial notification of 2003/2004 and the question of creating a separate 
category for them will not arise. The hotels were never paying the broadcasters the rates 
being paid by domestic consumers. Even in 2003/2004 rates being paid by hotels were 
way above the domestic consumers. There is no reason why these rates cannot be taken 
as historical rates. It is also submitted that till the time the proposed inter-connect regime 
is not enforced, TRAI must prevail upon broadcasters not to refuse signals to hotels 
through the nearest cable operator authorized by them. It is therefore requested that till 
all the aforesaid points as well as other points orally submitted before the Hon’ble TRAI 
at the meeting on 9.11.2006, are considered, and acted upon, the draft Tariff orders may 
be kept in abeyance / withdrawn. (HAI) 

6. SET has submitted that Commercial Cable Subscribers in the CAS areas do not 
require any protection and TRAI must allow the market forces to determine the prices. 
The very objective of TRAI to have notified the CAS Tariff Order of 31 st August 2006 
and fix a general MRP for all channels to Ordinary Cable Subscribers was to protect the 
interest of the consumers. Therefore there is no logic or rationale for TRAI to treat 
Commercial Cable Subscribers on a equal footing with Ordinary Cable Subscribers in 
CAS areas when there is no consumer interest involved. SET, therefore, recommends that 
TRAI must not extend theepiovisieiWubftto Order to Commercial Cable 

Subscribers. Several Broadcasters ‘have* either Ttaised^their rates, or added new categories 
of commercial establishmentsr?inrtthp^p«riddiatfter 26.12.2003. Therefore, SET requests 
that the dateifor freezing ofirates^bfe'taken as March 1, 2006, as stated in the TRAI's 
order of March 7,2006. (SET) 
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|7. STAR’S stated position is that there should be no rate regulation at all for any 
jcomrr ercial establishment, of any category at all, since they are not end u>er consumers 
{who may need protection, given that they use these services for commeicial gain, and 
jcharg; a huge premium for the services that they offer. Further, any rate regulation only 
jcomplicates the process of closing deals with larger platform providers such as DTH and 
jlPTV, STAR requests that in the Draft Tariff Order the category of "clubs" be added after 
the wards Motel, Inn, and likewise, the number of rooms be amended from 50 to 25. No 
price protection should be offered to these establishments. Channels telecast in public 
viewing areas of several commercial establishments are an integral part af the product 
offering of these establishments. It is not uncommon for commercial estab! ishments such 
as ref taurants, bars, cinema halls, and even 5 star hotels to chaise a prem um from their 
consumers for watching a television event at their premises. Therefore, STAR 
recommends that all such event based viewing in the public viewing areas of commercial 
estab ishments be exempted from any form of price regulation. STAR als<j> requests that 
the explanation provided in clause 3-A of the Notification dated 24 th March 2006, be 
j restored and that the commercial establishments be permitted to receive sigjnals only from 
I"Autl lorized" Cable Operators/MSOs. (STAR) I 


8. ESPN believes that there should be no rate regulation at all in CAS or Non-CAS 
Areai; for any hotel or commercial establishment, of any category at all, since they are not 
end user consumers who may need protection, given that they use these services for 
commercial gain, and charge a huge premium for the services that they offer. Several 
Broadcasters have either raised their rates, or added new categories >f commercial 
estak lishments in the period after 26.12.2003. Therefore, ESPN requests that the date for 
free 2 ing of rates be taken as March I, 2006, as stated in the TRAI’s order of March 7, 
2006. ESPN’s submissions are along the same line as STAR’S,; which h^s already been 
summarized in the foregoing para. (ESPN) | 


I 9. j It is submitted that like CAS Tariff prices / rates, where the indicative price for 
| channels have been stated to be not exceeding three times the average cljannel price for 
| the bouquet, similarly for non-CAS areas the Tariff rates for bouquet of |he channels so 
| offered by the broadcasters to the non commercial subscribers ^should npt exceed three 
j times the notified bouquet rates in non-CAS areas for the commercial establishments as 
indicated in the draft notification. It is further submitted that the bouquet prices of all the 
broadcasters are known like Star India @ Rs.32.10 for bouquet - I, SEt Discovery for 
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bouquet - I @ Rs.52.86, Zee Turner Bouquet - I @ Rs.58.85 etc.. It is therefore 
submitted that such subscription fees shall not be left open to be determined by mutual 
negotiation. (Hathway) 

10. Zee would like to bring to TRAI’s notice that Broadcasters have for several years 
been charging differential rates i.e commercial rates from commercial establishment and 
a lower rate from ordinary consumers. The commercial rates charged by Broadcasters for 
cutting edge programming are very nominal and is hardly 1% of their room rate tariff. 
Zee requests not to have any price control regulation for any commercial establishment, 
of any category at all, since they are not end user consumers who may need protection, 
given that they use these services for commercial gain, and charge a huge premium for 
the services that they offer. A large number of establishments are taking unauthorized 
feed from the cable operators who are not authorized to distribute the same to the 
Commercial establishments. Zee requests that in clause 2 (f) (ii) - the category of "clubs, 
restaurants, bars, commercial malls, cinema halls " be added after the words Motel, Inn, 
and likewise, the number of roohis be amended from 50 to 25. Zee also recommends that 
all such establishments and public viewing areas of commercial establishments be 
exempted from any form of price regulation. The existing arrangement/ agreement 
between the other Commercial Establishments as mentioned in Clause 2 (f) (ii) & other 
commercial establishment such has banks hospitals etc and the Broadcasters be continued 
on the basis of existing arrangement/agreement till the expiry of such 
agreement/arrangement, else this may create a lot of complications. Any privately or 
trust owned hospitals having more than 25 TV sets may be treated at par with 5/4/3 Star 
hotels. It is further submitted that large hospitals have in many cases more than 125 TV 
sets in their premises. It would be very fair and just if broadcasters are allowed to recover 
their charges from any hospitals having more than 25 TV sets and those should be treated 
at par with 5/4/3 star hotels. Zee also submits that any hospital owned/operated by 
Govemment/semi Government / Municipality be protected and shall have protection of 
ceiling irrespective of number of TV sets installed by them. The principal of market 
forces be continued without any price regulation. In other respects, the submissions of 
Zee are similar to other broadcasters, whose views have already been mentioned above. 
(Zee) . 

Printed by the Manager, Govt, of India Press, Ring Road, Mayapuri, New Delhi-110064 
and Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-110054. 




